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SUBMISSION ON PROPOSED TENURE REVIEW: WEST WANAKA PASTORAL LEASF,
Dear Sir,

Thank you for sending me & copy of this document and T appreciate the opportunity to
comment on it, based on my knowledge of the areas mvolved. This has been gained over many years
of ccological research on the tussock grasslands and pastoral leases of Centra] and western Otago,
imcluding the nearby Mount Asspiring National Park where | conducted a vegetation survey in 1969-
70 and have subsequently been monitoring representatrve areas in conjunction with the department of
Conservation.

Although the separation of this pastoral lease into areas proposed for full Crown ewnership
(1189 ha) and frechold (5974 ha) appears to be highy in favour of freehold disposal, | am aware that a
large area of higher elevation land (Buchanan Peaks and Mt Alta areas) [rom the original run was
excised some time ago as an aspect, if [ recall comrectly, of a formal run conservation plan. This being
the case, I believe the arcas differentiated into these two management classes is not unreaonable. |
support each of the ten areas (3.1.1 t0 3.1.4 and 3.1.9 to 3.1.13), as shown on the plan (Schedule A),
proposed as “conservation areas” and the remaining three (3.1.5 to 3.1.7) as “wildlife management
arcas.” Areas 3.1.6, 3.1.7 and 3.1.8, however, should be combined as n singlo protected area, and also
include the relatively small (<20 ha) intervening area, immediately downslope from area 3.1 8.

I am concerned, however, that seven (not six as on page 3) other arcas of high conservation
value (Areas “a” to “h” in the report) have been proposed as “conservation covenants” within land to
be given frechold title. As stated in the proposal, these are mostly areas unsuited to grazing, including
813 ha of Class VI land (by definition “land with severe limitations for pastoral use™), but mostly
with significant conservation values. Under the terms of the Crown Pastoral Land Act areas with
“significent inherent values™ should “preferably” revert to full Crown ownership. As stated in the
report, two of these zix areas (Areas a and b) are beech forest remnants which will probably
eventually require fencing if regeneration (and thus their future) is to be assured, and this ig unlikely
to happen with frechold covenants. The area of about 50 ha between the two strips of Area “a” should
tlso be included to constitute a single, somewhat larger (about 110 ha) larger Area “a” to provide
some scope and opportunity to allow (and follow) forest encroachment and succession on to the
intervening non-forested spur. Areas “c” of 290 ha and “d” of 110 ha are both described as “diverse
mixed shrublands” which, similarly, may require fencing if their full ecological potential and value is
ever to be achieved. Again, this is much more likely to occur on Crown-owned land. Area “e" i
described as a 20 m riparian margin on each side of Station Creek, between Take Waneka and the
upper boundary of the property. Its main purpose is stated as protection of the niparian vegetation as
an aspect of security for a large population of koaro. Area “f jg described as a 10 ha “lakeside arca”
with & “mix of nalive species dominated by Kanuka” but which also contains southern rata (ot
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mentioned in the report), while Area Mg is 200 ha of mainly “tall tusock wctln%w th numeroys
ponds™ which is “a breeding and fecding area for waterfow],™ Area “b” w i I% 1

l'% n the
summary and 15 shown on the map (Schedule A), has been omitted from the é‘?ué%’ gt the
kafn @%

bottom ol page 14. Tt is a relatively large area (>300 ha) of mostly regenerating ]'Kgi‘b
the extensive becch forest of Cox's Bush, This is an Important area of mostly indigen %
0

vegetation which certainly warrants formal reservation. Another important aroa in terms /;74} /’2@
conservation values, which appear to have been overlaoked, is the areq of mostly indigenous vﬂﬁﬁ#
vegetation, predominantly kanuka, on and to the south of Coquhaun’s Flat, as a lakeshore strip of 5’/‘9
about 200- 400 m width, ex tending to the local skyline. This area, which recommend be covenanied

as frechold land, also has sigmficant landscape values, as do all of the other cight areas (“a” 10 *h") in
this category.

Of these eight areas covered in the proposal, I recommend that only Areas “e” and “£" be

~ considered for freeholding, with appropriate covenant conditions (no burning, plant removaj or
cutting, etc.} attached. I strongly recommend that all of the remaining six arcas (a, b, ¢, d, g and h)
should revert to full Crown ownership, with no licence to graze, so that they could be fenced oyt n
future, to exclude domestic stock, if considered Necessary to maintain or improve thejr ecological

values.

The easements, as proposed, seem to be appropriate,

I trust that my recommendations will be given serious consideration, and | thank you again for
the opportunity to comment on this proposed tenure review.,

Yours sincerely,

ot

Alan F. Mark F/GNZ DCNZM.
Professor Emeritus
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this drafi Tenure Review ] thank the ¥ 4] Ve
CCL for a copy of the DoC Resources Report.

Global Issue

I would iike to see the analysis of submissions for this and other Tenure Review Draft
cases. Actually it would help all concerned in this important process if early drafis of
the property proposals are presented and discussed at meetings of interested parties.
Then the publicly advertised document has the benefit of more buy-in from groups
and individuals that have an interest end specialised information that can add value to
the process. This is all the more important given the lack of feed-back that regular

submitters like myself receive.

This draft proposal exactly epitomises the direction Tenure Review jg headed now.
There is no positive sign of vision here. Just a simple exercise of putting rings around
trees and shrubs and either proposing covenants or Crown Ownership. What and
where is the future for the inherent values identified? Where is the room for low
altitude grassiand, which 1 know, exists on the lease? A brave author would consider
seriously more innovative options which draw together rather than separate the
identified values. This lease more than most others lends itself to complete retention
by the Crown, in terms of geopraphy and the scattering of proposed covenants and

conservation areas.

West Wannkn

I was employed full-time by the Department of Conservation at the time of the
onginal inspection for Tenure Review, and took part.

My overall comment is that because of both the extent and quality of the conservation
values present on this property, a whole property purchase should be pursued in this
case. In terms of reserve design, the draft proposals in the report are a mess! Both
conservation values and the farming operation are severely compromised. I count 20
different areas proposed for some sort of protection! This is far from ideal and really
more effort needs to be teken to link these areas in a forward thinking way that will
allow them to be sustained long-term. Although I agree that the property contains
large areas of exotic dominated grasses, these should not naturally be frecholded,
cspecially if such pasture areas provide both linkage between areas of high intrinsic
values and also provide areas which can be manipulated for future gencrations of rare

flora.

I am concerned that putting rings, or fences in this case, around say Qlearia hectorii
groves is missing the point. These old trees are but u vestige of & former furest of
these fine trees. Thesc forests sustained a rich invertebrate and bird Fauna. Where arc
the seedlings? Our only hope to conserve these small trees is to retain large areas with
linkage to the riparian areas of the Matukituki River a mix of drylands and wetlands,
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rocky ground and fertile soils, and manipulate them to attempt to cncn% ;%'
generation. That is the biggest challenge to management of thesc areas. Hg °)/):’-¢"
sustain these threatened trees? These 20 areas are full of “muscum™ specimens o %/
and local trees, herbs and large shrhs.

If a whole property purchase is too difficult, then T would advocate hard for g the
area from “c’ and “F’ northwards, including "a“,"b",”G“,“H”,"g”,”A”,“B”, to be
protected in its entirety. Thirteen areas proposed for protection for their high inherent
value arc included in this larger protected area. In terms of reserve design, and I
suspect the future farming operation, this is a much improved outcome for alf
concerned. This area must then be fenced from the farming operation.

Importantly the values identified and there relationship with the landforms will be
better off long-term. We have to get it nght in this Tenure Review process, and thig
proposal of mine would give us a much improved chance, given we do not have all
the conservation answers right now.

Area “c” has imponant botanical and entomological valucs including the rare moths
Austrocidaria prionota (note spelling) and Gingidiobora subobscurara, This area
should clearly be retained in Crown ownership rather than covenanted. Its high
inherent values are far better recognised and protected long-term in Crown ownership
I note that the DoC has algo essentially proposed this also. T feel the same about area
“h". Tt also has high inherent values on very stecp and rough country in places,

I am also concerned that many of the proposed covenants such as “a” & “b™ are not
planned to be fenced. What possible gain are these areas to conservation. They will
continue to be “museum” forests till the trees die and fall We should aim to do

considerably better than that!

For 3.1.8, mention is made of “an intact altitudinal sequence”. 1 agree, but fail to sce
it in the proposals! This is exactly my point: we should be planning given this son of
opportunity. We must sustain these rare species rather than “fence them jn™!

Similarly “L” & “h” and M & N should be joined and formal access for the farming
operation made. Area “h” should be expanded southwest to include very steep siopes
that [ sampled and contain significant values. This makes much more sense for both
reserve design and long-term planning. Larger reserve areas have fewer cdges and
therefore less management issues. Aguin this suggestion is close to the boC
recommendation.

Failing some of the above proposals, areas “H", "G, “I”, I e and “b” should be
joined to meke one consolidated arca. Also the two areas marked “a” should be
linked. There is no future in isolated areas, especially when the long-term viabilily of
the listed rare plants is in its infancy in terms of research. We must pive these

ecogystems a fair chance.

I support the recognition of area 3.1.10



Summary of submission

* Seriously consider a whole property purchase as a mechanism 1 ,%p
extensive and important inherent values of this property

* Failing that, link the 20 discrete co

nservation areas, including proposed cov

into one much larger and more sustainable conservation area from “c" and
north to “g" on the true left of the Matukituki River. The area should be fencec'])}

from the farming operation

* Failing that, group the two areas
into linked conservation areas n
fenced from the farming operation

(T3

8”7, and six areas “H", “b”, 7, G, T & e
crown ownership, The total areg should be

*  Group and link physically the four areas “h” & 1" & “M”, "N" in crown
ownership and fenced. The easement for, farm management need not be fenced

separately

Yours faithfully
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Weat Wanaka-Tenure Review Proposal

24 June 2002
The Society has obtained a copy of the Notice of Preliminary Proposal-West Wanaka
Tenure Review recently notified for public comment under the Crown Pastoral Land
Act (1998),
-Tn general the Society supports the proposal and ia pleased with the access offered to
' the public. We believe other organizations are making detailed submissions on the
proposal and ao this Society will malee only the following submission on the proposal:

1. Aren between Matuldinkli River and Colquhoun’s Flat.

We note that there will be public access hotween the Matukitulki River/West Wanaka
Station are and Colquhoun’s Flat, There ia an mteresting small knob to the east of
this track, with a trig height of 525m, that would, in our opinion meake an ideal day
walk. I enclose a picture with the knob marked by red arrow to illustrate the point,
We belleve the view from the top of this knob, with {ta proximity to the lake, would be
excellent and so request that the tenure review proposal be modified to include a
oublic track to the top of this.

Flease do not heesitate to contact the Society if any further information is required,

Youra faithfully,
A
Julian Haworth

Secretary
UCES

wast wanilos mubmiwmion.doc
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Our ref: OCB 34

5 Junc 2002

Commissioner of Crown Lands
c/- DTZ New Zealand Ltd
Land Resources Division

PO Box 27

ALEXANDRA

SUBMISSION ON TENURE REVIEW OF WEST WANAKA PASTORAL LEASE

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preliminary Proposal for the
tenure review of the West Wanaka Pastoral Leage.

The Otago Conservation Board Supports the following aspects of the preliminary pProposal;

* the creation of ten couscrvatlon areas covering about 1024 ha on the marging of the
property (3.1.1 to 3.1.4 and 3.1.8 to 3.1.13 in Appendix 1);

* the creation of three wildlife management reserves covering about 165 ha beside the
Matukituki River (3.1.5 to 3.1.7 to Appendix 1;

* the creation of severa] casements for public access;

* the retention of 0.5479 ha of the conservation area shown in Appendix 2

¢ the frecholding of areas “e" and “f" in Appendix 1, subject to conscrvation covenants which

prohibit burning, the cutting or removal of plants cte.

The board believes that the proposal should be changed as follows:

® Arcas 3.1.6, 3.1.7 and 3.1.8 should be combined as a single protected area which includes

the small area of proposed frechold land to the west of area 3.1.8;

* Areas “a”, “b”", “c" “d", "g" and *h" In Appendix 1 should be designated as land o pe

restored to Crown control as conservation areas with no Brazing rights, so thar they can be
fenced out in future to cxclude domestic stack (if this |s considered necessary to maintair

or improve: the: ecological values in them.) They all have “significant inherent valucs” and
section 24 (b) of the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998 makcs it clear that preference should
b given to the restoration of such areas to full Crown Ownership and control. The
question of whether or not fencing to prevent stock Ingression is currently practical
should not foreclose future options relating to thetr Mmanagement 48 conservation areas;

Box $244, Duncdln, New Zealand Phones (03) 474 6940 Fane (03477 RG2G Tannily mclark@doc.gove nz




%,

an area of about 50 ha on Narrow Spur between the two stri P of%ﬁf’% d be
included ip Area *a” to allow natical forest encroachment and succed: W% n the

non-forested parts of the spur; 0/,9 w /,2(\
the placement of a conservation covenant over an area of mostly indigenous woo A
vegcetation (predominantly kanuka) on and to the south of Colquhouns Flat, being a 5:7“!
lakeshore strip of about 200-400 m in width ¢xtending to the local skyline;

the creation of an additional easement from Arca 3.1.5 up the 4WD track on Broad Spur
to the conservation area above the fenceline,

(This will provide good alternative public recreational aCCess to the southern part of the
Mt Alta Conservation Area. The steep gullies proposed for covenanting that arc marked as
Arecas “a” and *b” in Appendix 1, are not appropriate for use as public access routes in this
area.)

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comment on this proposal and we are willing to

elaborate on any of the issues we have raised.

Yours faithfully

2

el b

Les Cleveland
Chalrperson
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Il yon do not receive all prges plense phone (03) 44% 2829 immediately

5T7NEY
Sunday 9 June 2002 ALEXATSRAN
109U
The Commissioner of Crown| Lands ' N 2002
C/-DTZ New Zenland Lid, RECEIVED

PO Box 27 Alexandra

Pllense find enclosed a submidssion from Federated Mountain Clubs of NZ. Inc. (FMCQC)
regarding the Preliminary Proposal for the Tenure Review of West Wanaka Statiop.

We hope you will accapt this FAX version of our submissjon,

Hard Copy of this submistion, together with a copy of the FMC Report (Apnil 1997) on West
Wanaka Station, will follow bysurface malil

Dr Michael J § Floate
FMC Special Vice President] High Country Tenure Review




5 June, 2002

Caontinuse 0107,

FEDERATED MOUNTAIN CLUBS OF NEW ZEALAND (Inc.)
P.O. Box 1604, Wellington.

The Cammissioner of Crown Llands,

C/- DTZ New Zoaland Lxd.
Land Resources Division
PO Box 27

ALEXANDEA

Doar Sir

R Prlimindrcy Propasal fox Tonsre Keview: Went Wansks Statian

[ write on behalf of Federated
of tramping, mounfaipedring,
reprogents the intsrests and ¢
the back country.

On their behalf, FMC aims to
undar review, to profect signi
leasas through the tenure revi

FMC fully supports the aime
that Is ecologically sustainah
reviewable land__ .. and
land" (Crown Pastoral Land

FMC is grateful for this oppa

Mountain Clubs of NZ Inc. (FMC) which represants some 13,000 members
climbing and other outdoor recreation clubs throughout NZ| and indirsctly
cems of many thousands of private individuals who also enjoy recrestion in

hance and have formally recogmised, the recrention epportunities on lenses
cant inhorent values, and to ensure public access on high coumntry pastoral
process.

f tenure review: “to promote the management of reviewahle land in a way
@ . ... In enable the protection of the significant inherent values of the

make saster the tecuring of public accexs ta and enjoyment of reviewable
ct |998 5.24), :

ity to commaent on the praliminary proposal for West Wanaka Station.

The following designationa

(1) 1189 ha ta be restored to
to become Conservation Ar

protective mechanisms are included in tho proposal:-

Il Crown ownerthip and control, of which 10 nreas totalling 1024 ha are
, and 3 arens totalling 165 ha are to bscome Government Purpose

Regervas for wildlife managetnent,

(2) 5974 ha 10 be dispozsd pf by fivehold dispasal to tha runholder, subject to Part IVA of the
Conservation Act and subject to the following protective mechanisms:-

(2) Concervation Covenonts gvar ¥ areas tatalling 1067 ha

(b) Easements for public footj access over two routes to proposed Conservation Areas

(c) Bagements for public foot,

horsa and non-matorised vehicle access ovar 3 routes to existing and

proposed Conservation Ayeas.

Puge |
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(d} An casemants for public . horse and non-motorised vehicle access over nn{r .
end of the legal road at Wast Wanaka to Lake Wanaka /P /7'
YUy,

(&) An sagsement for public fogt access with guns and dogs over 2 router to Wildlife M’anageme% 467].
e

Areas
() An aasemsnt for access for conservation management purposes to propossd Congorvation Arsas.

{8) An casoment for access |for Figh and Game management purpozes to proposed Wildlife
Muonagement Areas.

{3} 1 ha to bs dicposed of by w4y of axchange
(4) 0.5479 ha to remain as Congervation arca.

FMC POSITION

FMC supports the general principles of tenure review and also supports the genaral thrust of the changes
proposed for West Wanaka Static. We are plassed to nota thet soms of the terms discussed at an Early
Waming mesting in 1996 have besn inchuded in the Preliminary Proposal. Wa note that substantial arcay
adjacert to and at higher altitude than the pastoral lease had atready been added to the consecvation ostate
and that the main thrust of the contervation and access aspexts of this proposal involves additions to t.ha;
land and improvements to sccess to .

Lend to be fresholdad

Az stated in our Early Waming Report, protection of the landscapa values is considered to be sgsential. The
landscape should be considersd as oue of tha significant inherent vajuss of the property, and should be
protected by way of a landscape covenant over all parts of the frechold over 400m a.9.].

Tha Draft CMS for Otago stalas that “opportunities ariting out of pastoral lease tenure roviews or other
processes involving leasehold land will be tuken to achieve negotiated protection of areas for their
landscape or biological significance, or to achieve more efficlent or integrated conservation manageme,
opportunities”. A landscape covenant would maeet this objactivs.

We do not sccept that lendecape valuos arg nd-q‘unuly protected under the Quesnstown Lakes District Plan
under the Resource Managsmpnt Act. The provisions are neither sufficiently robust nor enduring to protect
these very high natursl valugs from the adverse effects of inappropriste subdivision snd developments,
afforestation or the erection of gructures.

Transfer to Crown swnershjp and control

Wo zan sl the proposed conservation arcax and reserves as being usefil additions to the sxishng
conservation arcas and reservis in the vicinity.

Ensements

Wa suppart ali the proposals|for sasements in the preliminary proposal, but belisve that thers are two
wignfficant omisaions, ;-

I. We strongly beliave thei the casement marked A-O, which ix proposed to be for management
access only, should be -xpnr‘-dnd to allow for foot and bicycle access. We also propose that, if a

Pape 2

Poz
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southern comer of proposed conservation covenant ares *'g".

R
practical route oxists, the pasement be extendad, st least for fbot access, bayond pcf%% cf
- /
%{9@ 3

Foa

Undar the terms of the Preliminary Proponal, access to the Mt Alta area and to the conservation aru4/4£’ "

on the true loft of the Matukituki River i provided only by fording the Matukituki River. But this ig
only feasible when the river is moderately low, which only oceurs for limited periods of time, and
should onty be atrempted by competent tramping parties. Whils some trampers may prefsr such
access to a long walk up the farmed flais, it is unsatisfuctory ag 2 means of access for the genaral
public. We understand that there is an obligation in tenure review to provids public access to nowly
created conservation Jand. We do not acoept that the proposed access by fording the river satisflas this
obligation. We strongly advocate the inclusion of & provision for foot and mountain bike ure over the
Ensernant A-Q which is curremly propossd for management purposes only. We do not onvisage that
large mimbers of people would avail themselves of such an casoment. and thus do not sse any major
inconvenience to fanmiag operations.

2. We nate that the leyal foot access over the Station Creek - Soft Crock saddle propossd in the.
Conservation Rasources Report is not included in the Proposal. We see this a3 a significant
recreational opportunity for both walkers and mountain bikers, and therefors stronigly advocate for its
inclusion in the Proposal, extended to allow for bicycle access. A logical sxtencion to this would bs s
further foot access casement from the saddle to the summit of the aptly named Lookout Hill.

CONCLUSJONS

The Proliminary Propogal for the tenure raview of West Wanaka Station containg many geod clauscs
which will result in valuable gains for public recreation and conservation.

We urge that discussion be re-opanod with the lexxsos to seck an improved arrangement which would
include the matters we have dewiled above. :

Fmally, we appreciate this opportumity to comment on the Preliminary Proposal for the tenura review

of West Wanaka Station, and wish to be heard in support of this submission if a hearing is held, Wi
would be happy to be involved in further discussions ragarding any of the issues discussad in this

submission,

Yours fuithfully j
W,ﬂ/"‘/

Barbara Marshail
Secretary, Federnted Mountain Clube of NZ (Inc )

Page 1



West Wanaka Station Early Warnin

Wost Wanaka Station is situated on the shore of [ ake
its lands are very prominent around the lake, and from
the mountains of Mount Aspiring National Park. Land
tenure roview (Figs 1,2 and | 1). West Wanaka Station j

the need to ensure that jts landscapo and natural valyes

Colquhouns Flat is a popular recreational aren for locals and visitors (Fig 9) but access is not ugyally
possible (except by boat although there iz g legal road from the homestead to the flat. The concordance of
the alignment of the legal and actual roads, and improved access at the homestead end, should be
negotiated during tenure review.

Thousands of visitors to Mount Aspiring National Park travel via the Mt Ag iring Road and enjoy superb
views acroas the lake and up the valley to the mountains of the National ParE (Fig 11). Landscape
protection should be a condition of frecholding West Wanakg Station. FMC does not accept that the
landscapo values are adequately protected by the Queenstown Iakeg District Plan under the Resource
Management Act The provisions are neither sufficiently robust nor enduring to protect these very high
natural values from the adverse effectg of inappropriate developments, afforestation or the erection of

structures,

The road up the Matukituki Valley also affords good views of the western 1]'Jarnsl of the station. Thegs
inchude the Buchanan Peaks, Mt Alta and the bugh remnants on Round Hill Spur and in the valley of a
creek running off Mt Alta (Fig 12). The natural values of these bush remnants ghould be protected

(perhaps by Covenant).

Foot access to Mt Alta via Round Hill Spur (Fig 12), and linking with the alternative route from the
Minaret Bum (Fig 5), should also be negotiated during the review.




There are extensive wetlands in the Matukituki valley which arc still largely unmodi it ttle
grazing on the flats (Fig 13). Their good condition may be because of low grazing pres @&3 all the
wetlands are fenced, but their margins do not appear to be badly trampled. Protection mechasy ch t
be put in place to guard against the adverse offects of any increase in grazing pressure. ’
There are very good and very old specimens of Olearia hectod scattered along the fans and flats. These
old trees need protection, not only in their own right, but more particularly to allow seedlings 1o
regenerate without being grazed (Fig 14). Protection in the form of reserve status or covenant is also

needed for the bush remnants of beech, matagouri, and shrublands whieh provide much biodiversity on
West Wanaka Station (Figs 15, 16, 17),




Royal Forest and Rird Protection Society of New Zcaland Incorporat
Uppper Clutha Branch :

PO Box 38

Lake Hawca

10 June 2002

The Commissioner of Crown Lands
C/- DTZ

'O Box 27

ATLEXANDRA

Dc_ar Sir

WEST WANAKA - PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL FOR TENURE REVIEW

We thank you for sending us a copy of this proposal. We would be pleased if you would accept this

submission from our branch of Forest and Bird.

Forest and Bird is well known \‘.hro_ughuu't New Zealand for its work in protecting the environment, -
" tnd the interests of the public in this respect.  Qur society supports the aims of the Tenure Review

process, and our branch takes particular interest in the process throughout Central Otago, the
Clutha and Wakatipu basing. i

Upper .

We have inspected the West Wanuka property with the kind perrnission of Mr and Mrs Cochrane.
West Wannka is a large property and very visible from Wanaka township and its surrounds. Seen
from Wanaka, the Buchanan Peaks and Mt Alta make up the attractive northem backdrup to the lake.

We arc pleased to see thet most of the conservation values in the way of wet lands and indigenous
vegelution on the true left of the Matukituki river from Round Hill Spur down to the mouth of the

niver are to be protected by being “restored to full Crown ownership und control”,

On the eastern side of the property, as seen from the lake, the areas 3.1.12 and 3.1.13 (shown on the
map, Appendix 1 of the proposal) are to be “restored to full Crown ownership and control”. This is

pleasing, ag these two areas contain much in the way of regenerating podocarp and hardwood
vegetation. | :

We are looking at a large and very Important ares of conservation land bounded in the northwest by

Mt Aspiring Station and in the northeast by Minaret Station, neither of which has shown any

inclination to enter the tenure review process. This large.area of land may not at the moment ba
greatly visited - mainly through difficulty of access ~ but In years to come entry wil be much sought

after.  We should be looking at the next century in this respect.

We see Lhis as a good proposal for conservation and recreation, apurt from three impottant matters; to
which we now refer. Where reference is made to the CPL. Act 1998, theve are shown in “Halics”.

1 Proposed covenant areq ‘c’

Our first concern is that the area - ‘¢’ - and the associated matagouri
covercd {an below it — which has very “significant inherent conservatlion
values” is only efforded protection by way of a cavenant. In our opinion
3.1.7,3.1.9 and "¢’ contain the best remaining altitudinal sequence of
vegetation. Starting with river flat matagouri savanah to extensive
shrubland of coprosmas, olearias, matagourd, fuchsia, broadleaf and a beech
rermmant with tall tussock coming well dawn the slopes. There appeur to he
no weedy specics that would be a problem if the area were left to rcgenerate,
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It would be preferable that more of the matagouri fan be included in this4y
area — sce uttached change to outling for “c’. Shrublands arc generall I ,t/s‘r
under-represented in conservation land so adding ‘c’ to the land to b W v 4
“restored to full Crown ownership and control” would £o some way to ’fgf 4/[/
addressing this. /)

We rcalise that this would mean e stock access corridor would he needed for the owners to 4
move stock between the west and cast of this area — a suitable width strip between 3.1.7 and f:’/"' 4
3.1.9 along the existing furm track could be fenced to provide this.

If this area - ¢ - were to be “restored to full Crown ownership and contrel” there would be
another point of access to the conservation erea, via areas 3.1.7 and 3.1.0,

2 Proposed access to conservation land

3

Qur second concern is the access being considered in the proposal for people 10 visit the
wetlands and the areas of rare vegetation, such as the O, Heetorii and the conservation land in
behind — the Buchanan Peaks end Mt Alta. We believe this to be far from edequate; in fact at
times it could be down right dangerous. If we are looking at crossing & major river, such as
the Matukitki s the nccess, we must always remember:

(i)  That having crossed thé river, dependant on the length of stay, you may not always be
able to get back to the other side again.

(ii)  In this respect, it must be remembered that in the hot summer weather the river is
always higher in the evening then in the morming.

(li) When the wetlands and the mountains above them in the conservation aregs become
well known less experienced and competent people will visit them.

(iv)  What do people do if caught on the wrong side of the river?

We propose that there be a public access up the true left bank from the Marukituki
Bridge. The river comes in closs to the true left bank above the bridge around the area
3.1.10 end the bank is steep and rocky so initiully the marginal strlp on the true left
bank would not be easily negotiated. This could be accomplished by providing an
eagernent over the land to be frecholded - sve attached map — to allow suitable access to
the marginal strip up the true left back of the Mamkituki. In our opinion this would
provide much safer access to the valley and its hinterlund

{v)  We note that proposed access to the conservation urea on the east side of the property is
vie — K/L and M/N, At a first glance this would appear to be adequate, but it is still &
long walk from the mouth of the Matukituki River. We believe there should be
provision for access to the conservation area from further south. . This could be
accomplished if as suggested in Point 1 that ‘c’ was ta be “restored fo Jull Crown
ownership and control, :

Covenants

The areas shown as - f,e.h and 1 on the map - on the eastern, side are “Yo be protected by way
of covenants” The landscape aspect of this property is of “significant inherent value” thus
warrants a apeclal covenant. The landscape as seen from the lake is of considerable
importance. We believe the QLDC district plan is not sufficiently sirong, or lasting enough,
to protect these values - the “yubstantive” proposal should contain some mechanism to
protect them.

Apart from the vegetation on these areas, or because of the vegetation, they have considerable
lendscape values.  We feel the covenant proposed js not specific or strong cnough in that no
mention is made of burning. At present the issue of burning is only covered by way of u
“Code of Practice” administered by the Otago Regional Council. Covenanted areas should
be protected from deliberate burning,
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The covenanted areas should alsa bo protected from herbicide damage — a blc‘%_ij‘gi to
protect the vegetation inside the covenanted area from direct contact and apra; ‘dﬁ%ho%

employed, /5;;) “: o

We also note in the special conditions that J.1.1 is to be deleted but that grazing is to be //Z)
“consistent with objectives of this covenant”, ie to “preserve its natural environment and ’?47
landscape amenity” as stated in C of the Conscrvation Covenant. There is no mention in the d)} ’
proposal of any regime for independent monitoring of the effect of grazing on the covenunted

areas. We feel this must be addressed.

Conclusion:
We would see this as u good proposal:

1 If the question of access were to be re-vigited, remembering the CPL act 1998 - (1) The
securing of public access to and enjoyment of reviewable land” :

2 If the area ‘c’ were to be “restored to Jull Crown ownership and control”

3 If the protection of the covenanted areas was made more stringent.

Thank you for the opportunity to muke this submigsion,
Yours faithfully

/,«L,ﬂ;m;_

Jean McFurlane
Chairperson
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g™ June 2002

The Commiasloner of Crown Landa
C/o Knlght Frank

FO Box 27

ALEXANDRA

Dear Sir

| would be pleasad i you would accept thie submission on the above proposal.

| have visited the property, the eastern side of the Matukiukd river by vehlcla, and the lake side, by
launch.

| commertt as follows:

(1} This area of land which is under review ia a long harrow sirip, starting ot Mill Creak, which flcws Into
the Matukdtukd rivar, then axtends down to the mouth of that dver and up to the Minaraet Burn, which flows
Into lake Wanaka.  This long narrow plece of land sumounds a very lampe area of much higher
Conservation land; bounded in the north wast by Mt Asplring statfon and In the north east by Minarat
statlon. Nalther of which has applied for tenure review as far as | know,

(2) Thea Matukituki fiver fists hewva been developed and farrmed Internsively.

(3) What wa have under conalderation In thla propoaal are a number of small acattered areas to be
returtied to “fulf Crowrn ownership ard control” or to be protacted by some mechanism™.
Neverthalass thase are extremaly Important areas acologlcally f we ara to retaln sorme of the rarer
indigenous vegetation and wet lands to add to the largar conservetion area, to give balancs and diversity
to that larges, mainly tussock area above.

(4) Apart from some matters thet should snd could be altered, | sse this as a good proposal.
(6) That areas 3.1.12 and 3.1.13 on the eastam lake side are to be ratalnad by the Crown Is excallent
(6) Also simllary the wetlands and shrub lands on the river glde.

(7Y VWest Wanaka, Mt Alta and the Buchanan Peaks are tha dominant beck drop to the view obtalned
from Wanaka township and the surrcunding countryside. | belleve there should be some over riding
covenant atteched o any freahold title to protact this cutstanding landscape other than the District Plan;
which iz Inadequate In this respect. Indiscrest forestry and unsympathetic trackdng are two matters that
must be conmidered in this particular landscape. [t muet be remembered that a landscape not only
betonga to the crestor of that landscape, but also to those who behold 1.

(8) This large area of mounteins, gullles, ahrub lands and wet lands, once thay bacome better known,
together with a rapldly growing population in the area, are going to become the destination for many
people intareatad in the environment. walking, climbing and gkfing  Thia mlses the matter of reasonahble
and adequate accass.  |n which respect we must look not only st today but a hundred years ahead.
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(9) The access baing conafdered In the proposaal on the Matukituki river slde of the property s nelther  * (ZE‘"/
reascnable nor adequate.  To say that access is there for the experlenced, or the compatent, doas not
compty with the Intention of the CPL act PART 2, 24(c) - “Subjact to paragraphs (a) and (b), to make

easlor - (i) the securing of public access to and enjoyment of reviewabls land: and () The
freahold disposable of reviewabls Iand”.  In this particular instance reasonable access will In no WaY

Impinge on (&) or (b).

(10) At a minimum, further access should be avallable to the south wast corner of the consarvation arsa.
This could ba obtalned if area "c”, together with the assoclated matagour area on the fan below it (a
covenant Is [nauflicient to protect matagouri anyway) were to be “retumed to full Crown ownarship
and control”; access could then be direct from the marginal sirip an the Matukitukl river, through areas
3.1.7 and 3.1.9 tothe conservation area.  Here a lsading spur would give good mccans to the Buchanan
Peaks. Peocple who see these peake from Wanaka will want to climb them, This would ba a shorter and
atemative route to that being conalderad via K-L;. to reach this axtremaly Important conservation area.

-2-

(11) i accens wero obtalned to the conservation area by crossing the river at this point, and In this way,
and wore & party unabls to retumn to the west hank of the river dua to a higher river laval, } would ba
possible to walk down the marginal strip to the bridge at the rver mouth, taking about two to three hours,
Entry could be made vin this route alao,

(12) The opportuntty should also ba taken through this review to secure access to the Bent Burn ot the
rorthem end of the run. A marginal strip up the Bent Burn should be lald off, :

; o
(13} The area “c” s a back face and contalna coneldarable shrub and woody plants together, with tall
tussock growing down almost to the flats — it has “significant inherent consarvailon values”.
Thera I3 enough divarslty to make It worthy of full protection.

(14) Area “c” and area 3.1.9 are virtually a corridor for farm management, and if access only i& glven
through them, It shouid not in any way affact the management, or the ecologlcat sustalnability of the farm.

In conclusion: | belleve this to be an importart tenure review for the fammear, conservation, recreation and
the landscape, and If tha suggestions | have put forward were to be adopted there would be & good
outcome. Finally | would emphasis thet crossing & large rver such as the Metuidtuk to geln access to
such & large consarvation area Is not really a good outcome. A betier outcome would be to allow
alternative foot access from A-O when the river Is up.  After all people walk up the West branch'of the
Matukitukl, the Rees, the Dart and the Wilkin rvers.

| 66 thege mountains being similer in many ways, as the Remarkables are to Clueenstown,
| thank you

Yours falthfulty
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AL T
DTZ New Zealand f XANGRAND
P O Box 27 2 JUN 200
ALEXANDRA R

I:::.‘EE! VER
Attention: Ken Taylor T
Dear Sir

WEST WANAKA STATION TENURE REVIEW

| wrlte on behalf of the Gueenstown Lakes District Councll who have in the past made several
submissions and comments on the ralationship of legal road to physlcal access as it affects the West
Wanaka Station and have recently bacome aware that submisslons, under the tenure review process,
close on 11 June 2002.

My prime concern is that a portion of land on the right-bank of the Matukituki River and over which
there is formad access, is proposed to ramain in D.0.C. stewardship as Conservation Area.

This land Ie describad as Sectlon 1 Block XVIIl Lower Wanaka Survey Distrct and ls shown as
Schedule B on the West Wanaka Tanure Review as part to be disposad of fo G C & J A Cochrane and
part to be retalned as Consarvation Area. The portion to be retalnad as Conservation Area s claarly
part of the southern approach to the Matikutiku Rivar bridge and should be set aside as road vested In
the Quesnstown Lakes District Council.

Thare has also baen considerable correspondance between your Department, the Commissioner of
Crown Lands, the Lake County Councll and myseif over the question of publlc access to Colquhouns
Flat and in particular, Section 1 Block XVIii.

| copy my correspondenca to you dated 15 June 1998 and submit that thase matters should also be
addressed as part of the tenure reviaw process.

| wilt accordingly await your response and notlflcation In due course.

ithfully

Surveylng Consultant
Emall: den@hatfielda.conz

Encl
DUNEDIN: MOBQIEL: BALCLUTHA: -
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15 June 1998

The Manager CoOpPy FOR
Knight Frank N Z Ltd INFORMA YOUn
P O Box 27 ) i
ALEXANDRA

Attention: Mr T J Whitaker

Diear Sir

RE: WEHST WANAKA STATION LEGAL ROAD ISSUES
YOUR REF: Po203/1

Your.corespondence of 3 April to the Queenstown Lakes District Council has been referred to us and
we would respond as follows.

We would apologise for the delay in responding to you but it has been necessary to reseatch through
our files and Council’s correspondence as far back as the early 1960s to ensure a consistency in a
response on the West Wanalka Road issues.

An awareness of that background is essential in considering the issues which you raise and issues still
to be confronted.

Late 1950s, Early 1960s Crown Lands excluded a strip of land running through Run 333 which
purported to provide legal access to Section ! Block XVII Lower
Wanaka 5.D. The Lake County Council at that time were aware of the
legal alignment of the West Wanaka Road and of the fact that the
physical access differed from the legal alignment. Also at this time,
the question of the liability for the Matukituki Bridge and legalising
the bridge approaches were discussed.

October 1964 The Lake County Council accepted that the West Wanzaka Road as
defined on the record maps between the left-bank of the Matukitki
River and Section 1 Block XVII Lower Wanaka 5.D., colloquially
known as Colquhouns Flat, was legal and that it had an interest in the
existing Matukituki River Bridge. It is significant to note that Council
did not accept that access beyond Section 1 was anything other than an
internal access track and was not public road.

OUMEDIN: BALCLUTHA: . MOSQIEL:

Donald Q. E_ Hattlaid Dip. Surv. MNZIE MPLEINZ Gaoff W. Hatas B, Surv. MNZIS Faul M. Haddon B. Burv. MNZIS
I'7 Btuart Strast Tal, (03) 477.4783 17 John Strast Tal. (03) 418-0470 4 Qlacgow Strewt Tel. {03) 489-7107
P.G. Box 235 Fax, (Q3) 477-4283 P.Q. Box 178 FEax_ (03) 41B-0060 F.0. Box 2239 Fux, (03} 440-0034
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January 1980 The Commissioner of Crown Lands wrote to the Lake Co?@@’?ﬁﬂ
as a result of an approach they had had from Mr G C Coe i
West Wanaka Station requesting that Council legalise the access to @:t’
newly formed Matukituki River Bridge in order that existing unformed
road could be resumed and included with Section 1 Block VIII Lower
Wanaka 5.D.

23 October 1980 Council advised the Commissioner of Crown Lands that {t was not
prepared to prioritise the legalisation of the new approaches to the
recently completed Matukituki Bridge primarily on the basis that Mr
Cochranc was not prepared to make a contribution towards those
legalisation costs. Council indicated that at that time the work was
some 3-4 years away from being included and prioritised along with
other legalisation works to be undertaken by the County,

October 1980-October 1985  In this period there were a number of exchanges between the
Commissioner of Crown Lands and my partnership on what progress
had been made with regard to prioritising  the legalising of the
approaches and bridge for aceess to West Wanaka Station.

Post 1985 The works were in fact programmed by Council but unfortunately in
the intervening time “The New Bridge" and approaches were washed
out by a big flood on the Matukituki River. Since that time there has
been no further action by either the Lake County Council or the
Queenstown -Lakes District Council to reactivate the legalisation
procedures,

We can therefore summarise Council’s current position as :

i- Recognition that there is a legal road alignment between the left-bank of the Matukituki River .-
and Section 1 Block XVII Lower Wanaka $.D. known as the West Wanaka Road in the
location delincated on the Land Information New Zealand record maps (see attached plan).

il- That the physical formation of this access is not consistent with the legal alignment particularly
as it relates to the Matukituki Bridge and its approaches and for at least four kilometres north
from the left-bank of the Matukituki River.

if.  Council in the past and in recognition of the major users of the Matukituki Bridge had
tepeatedly requested a contribution towards the cost of legalisation. To this point in time no
contribution has been forthcoming. We suspect that the physical alignment and bridge location
that was in existence in the carly 1980s and on which we had topographical information, i
now no longer relevant.




In answer to the direct questions you ask of Council, we would reapond as follows:

Question 1 -

Question 2 -

Question 3 -

Does the Queenstown Lakes District Council recognise the road from the West Wanaka
Bridge to Colquhouns Flar as legal road?

The Lake County Council and Queenstown Lakes District Council recognise that there
i8 an alignment of legal road between the left-bank of the Matukituki Bridge and
Section 1 Block XVII Lower Wanaka S.D.

Would the Queenstown Lakes District Council be happy for the legal road Iine to be
moved back to where we believe is-the correct position?

‘There are two options open to the lessor. Qne is that suggested by yourself which we
would suspect would be more costly than upgrading the existing alignment to Council’s
standards and legalising that formation as legal road. Council would further require that
the alighment of the bridgs and bridge approaches be followed through in a similar
manner. Your proposal of forming the legal alignment of the West Wanaka Road may
not be feasible, would certainly be costly and if it involved new construction works,
would require resource consent. '

Would the Queenstown Lakes District Council allow as part of rthe tenure review
process for this readway to be formed at least to allow public foot, bicycls and horse
access? '

The response to this question is embodied in our response to Question 2. The
Queenstown Lakes District Council would likely require:

(i) That the existing physical formation of the Matukituki Bridge approaches and -
the alignment to Colgquhouns Flat be upgraded to meet Council’s rural roading
standards.

(i) That this alignment be surveyed and legalisation plans be prepared as part of the
Tenure Review process.

(iii)  Similarly, legalisation plans should include the roads to be stopped in favour of
this alternative access.

(iv)  The Queenstown Lakes District Council will then Initiate procedures under
Sections 114, 116 and 117 of the Public Works Act 1981 to legalise the new
alignment and stop the unwanted roads.

(v)  Such action will be at cost to the Crown and proceed on the basis of Land for
Road with no compensation.




We trust that this is sufficient for you to proceed with the action required for the Tepure Review of
West Wanaka Station and will await your confirmatlon in due course.

Yours faithfully
D G HATFIELD & ASSOCIATES

D G Hatfield
Surveying Consultant

Encl
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The Commissioner of Crown Lands,
C/- DTZ New Zealand 1.td.

Land Resources Division

PO Box 27

ALEXANDRA

Dear Sir

Re: Preliminary Proposal for Tenure Review: West Wanaka Station .

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on thig proposal.

I'write on behalf of the Royal Forest and Bird Protection Society, which represents over
45,000 members nationwide in 56 branches. The Socicty has been an active advocate of the
protection and conservation of New Zealand's natural end physical resources since 1923,
This submission is based on an examination of the proposal interms of its fulfillment of
Part 2 of the Crown Pastoral Lands Act 1998, (CPLA), and an assossment using the
guidelines for asscasing arons of significant inherent values in the DOC Standard Operating
Proceedures.

The Preliminary Proposal As Presented

The following designations and protective mechanisms are included in the proposal:-
(1) 1189 ha to be restored to full Crown ownership and control, of which 10 arsas
totaling 1024 lia are to become Conservation Areas, and 3 areas totaling 165 ha are to

become Government Purpose Reserves for wildlife management.

(2) 5974 ha to be disposed of by freehold disposal to the runholder, subject to Part
IVA of the Conservation Act and subject to the following protective mechanisma:-

(8) Conservatioh Covenants over 8 arcas totaling 1067 ha

{b) Easerrients for public fbot access over two routes to proposed Conservation Areas
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{¢) Easements for public Toot, horse and non-matorsed vehicle aceess 067& 9/ /o%
to existing and proposed Conservation Aroas, < 59

7
%ﬁ B
(d) An easements for public foot, horse and non-motorised vehicle access over one ' 74 P
routes from the end of the legal road at West Wanaka to Lake Wanaks 6’/‘ !

(¢) An easement for public foot access with guns and dogs over 2 routes to Wildlifo
Meanagement Areas

Conservation Areas.

(8) An casement for access for Fish and Game uanagement purposes to proposed
Wildlife Management Areas.

(3) 1 ha to be disposed of by way of exchange

(4) 0.5479 ha to remain as Conservation area.

Discrepancies in Areas

The notitied preliminary proposal does not give areas for each of the proposed
conservation areas. Areas aro given for 3.1.9 — 3.1.13 which amount to 940ha.
Hectares are given for the remaining areas on page 4 of the Submission No: AT 1059,
which add up to 385, which if they have not changed would give a total of 1325ha to
be returned to full Crown ownership and control ag conservation areas.

The submission to the drafi proliminary proposal, No: AT 1059, states that it was
originally proposed that an area of 55ha op the Faces above West Wanuka Legoons,
3.1.9, be returnad to full Crown Ownership. However negotiations reduced this to
22ha and added the lost area to Covenant C. Page 14 of the Draft Preliminary
proposal describes Covenant C as increasing from 290ha to 325ha, However page 13
ofthe advertised Preliminary proposal describes Covenant C ag being 29Gha.
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There are further confusing figures, as the Notice of Preliminary Prmjos:i'fL

pagc | that there are 8 separate arcas covenanted toteling 1067ha. Adding up ’%’é}p
described for the Covenanted areas on ppl2-14 of the Notice: a = 60, b=5, 0/{%7 /,?‘,g.
©=290,d~110, e?, = 10, g=200, the total comes to 675 ha. Looking at the map it s A

hard to make the riparian margin of arca e look Jike 392ha. ‘/Z/ 40)‘1

I have not had time to go through all the potential discrepancies but have highli ghted
the more obvious onea.

It is not abundantly clear which areas have been changed from the original proposal
and why. It appears that they have been amended to facilitate negotiation rather than
ensuring that significant inherent values are protected,

These discrepancies in areas to be protected, mean that it is impossible for the public
to understand exactly how much land is being returned to full crown ownership and
how much land is being covenanted or free holded without protective mechanisms.
As the discrepancies amount to 100°s of ha, the public can not be certain if the
proposed boundaries on the map are accurats. Unfortunately these inaccuracies cast
doubt upon the reliability of the information in the whole proposal. We therefors
belicve this proposal should either be readvertised, or all submitters should be given
&1 opportunity to comment on a corrected notice. We wish to reserve the opportunity
to reagsess the propossl once we are assured of the final boundaries and areas,

Summary

Forest and Bird welcomes the arcas proposed to be returned to full crown ownership
and control, and the principles of protecting regenerating shrublands, that are part of
this proposal. Howsver we believe that the majority of the proposed covenant areag
should be retained in full crown ownership and control, and where ever feasible
linked to adjacent areas proposed as conservation aress. The significent inherent
values will only be maintained, and restored if they are fenced out and destocked.

Protection from buming is not enough to protect these areas. (razing will prevent
significant regeneration. Full protection is warranted in order to safeguard the options
of future generations, $2 Conservation Act. We also consider that additional areas
with significant landscape velues and regenerating shrublands should be protected
under the objects of the CPLA as follows.

Covenanted Areas Deserve to be Retained in Full Crown Owmnership and Control

Narrow Spuy Bush Remnants — Areag g on the map

The Submission No: AT 1059 describes these arcas as approximately 60ha, and states
that the proposal includes an open spur between the twa Jorest remnants. The
notified proposal describes the area as being 60ha, but separates them on the map into
two arcas.

Forest and Bird believes this will not gchieve the objects of the CPLA, nor does it
meet the standards that are to be applied in the assessment of significant inherent
values in the DOC Standard Operating Procedures. We agree both arcas have
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significant inherent values as they represent two relatively large fornst%fﬁff

which are an important component of thig landscape. They contain a repr t da%{)

diversity of shrubland remnants in this district and provide habitat for a range of
species and no doubt insects. However unless they are fenced these values will not é%
secured as grazing and any stock intrusion wil] prevent regeneration. The two
remnants should be linked, and the entire area returned to full crown ownership and
control. As Submission No: AT 1059 noted retention of the spur area between the two
forest remnants ‘... will facilitate the expansion and eventual linking of the area.
Protection of this arca is justified as it will make an important contribution to the
overall quality, natural functioning and ecological integrity of the significant beech
forcst remnants, as it will enable restoration and eventugl linkage of the two remnants.

e NELE QT CTINAMeq Creex — AL

We agree that beech forest remnants are significant inherent values that warrant
protection under the CPLA. The Preliminary Proposal notes that this catchment lieg
above an important stand of Qlearia hectori which is proposed to be retumned to full
crown ownership and control and that survival of the rare shrub may depend on the
retention of natural processes upstream. We consider this to be the case and that these
two areas should bo linked and fenced to allow for regeneration and expansion of both
ecosystems end thus to safoguard these values for futura generations. It is clear that
the definition of significant inherent values inchides areas, which will make an
important contribution to the overall quality, natura] functioning and ecological
integrity of significant values (eg linkages and buffers) whether in their present or
potential state. In our view the Olearia area 3.1.8 and proposed covenant area b have
significant inherent values. The area in between also has signiticant inherent values
a3 a linkage, and all 3 areas warrant retention into full crown ownership and control
under the objects of the CPLA.

Fa b ituki d—
As noted above I am unsure as to whether this area should be 290ha or 325ha.

Wo are especially pleased that the proposal recognises the significance end
importance of mature matagouri and shrublands, but disappointed that these have not
been proposed for full crown ownership and control.

It is clear from the Proposed Designations report, p28 that this area has significant
therent values. The Preliminary Proposal notes that this area in conjunction with the
proposed conservation area of 3.1.9 and the eXisting Mt Alta Conservation Area will
create an altitudinal sequence of protected land extending from valley floor to the
nival zone. However it is not proposed that area ¢ be protected from grazing, and thus
the shrublands are likely to degrade over time. These shrublands warrant protection
from stock. Removal of grazing ia necossary to restore the shrublands from theijr
present rather impoverished diversity to something more representative of their
probable former state. Removal of stock ig likely to significantly bensfit understory
and ground cover diversity. There is no doubt there would be more herbs and foms if
HTAZINgG was removed.

The CPLA makes a clear preference for return of significant inherent valucs to fal]
crown ownership and control. Covenants were enviseged as being most appropriate
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for discrete areas of land not adjacent to conservation or proposecd cnnﬂcwatléﬁ’ I %f
Area ¢ lies between an existing conservation arca and a proposed conservation aré¥'7/):,. ” /;(

and as such the objects of the CPLA would bs mote clearly met 1f this area was to be ’4/"{3,’{,}“, th
returned to full crown ownership and control. W 4

Lpokout Hill Shrublands — Area d

This area is described as being almost entitely native in composition, is one of the
largest mixed hardwood shrubland remnant on the properiy and is highly visible. Tt is
clear that this area has significant inherent values, for its diversity of shrubland
species, and its landscape values, Although this area is discrete we believe it warrants
retention in full crown ownership and control and it requires fencing for the same
reasons outlined above.

ide Ar iths Bay — f a
This area is very significant as it contains & diverse mix of native shrubs and troes
including Halls totara and kowhai. This area iz probably one of the closest to the
former vegetation of much of the foreshore of Lake Wanaka.

Forest and Bird believes that the entirc foreshore adjacent to the existing marginal
strip between area f and L should be protected and returned to full crown ownership
and control. The area qualifies as significant inherent valuss for its potential for
restoration mto native shrublands linking the foreshore of West Wanaka station to the
adjacent foreshore forest (and potential conservation land) on Minaret Station. It hag
potential to become an even more significant lendscape. Although much of this area
is rough pasture and bracken now, if stock and fire are removed, it will rapidly
develop into a mixed native shrubland. Within about 4 years this area is likely to
become dominated by Pittosporum, Coprosma luclda, . ltnarifolia, C. crassifelia,
Pseudopanax colensoi - three finger, lancowood, and matagouri. Rata which exists
in places along the shore ere also likely to spread. (See Johnson P.N., 1980: Shoreline
Vegetation. In “The Resources of Lake Wanaka.” ed. Robertson and Blair. Lincoln
Papers in Resource Management. No 5. 1980.). This ares is an Important component
of an outstanding landscape and contributes to the setting for lakeside recreation.

According to the Proposed Designations Report, part of this area from Station Creek
extending approximately 3km along the shores of the lake above the existing marginal
strip to the mouth of the Rumbling Burn was originally proposed to be designated as
land to be restored to full crown ownership and contral. The vegetation comprises a
mix of natlve species including southern rata which the report notes is near its eastern
distributional limit. This is recognised as being a factor, which supports an area being
described as having significant inheront valyes.

Forest and Bird contends that this area can not be freeholded, as continued grazing of
it, especially by cattle ia not ecologically sustainabls. This area abuts the riparian
margin to Lake Wanaka. Continued stock access to this water, contributes to
poliution of the lake and the foreshore and continued grazing degrades the riparian
area so that it can not function as an ecological buffer zone to the Lake. The Ministry
for the Environment’s Guidelines for Managing Waterways on Farms makes it clear
that livestock should be removed from having access to waterways, and that best
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management practices involve the retirement of riparian areas. McKendry'gﬁ’d /‘/4"2[.
O'Connor' state clearly that cattle should be excluded from wetlands and ripﬂ.:‘r/é;{f\ /9 };5,
margins at all times to control eutrophication, turbidity and trampling. ’%7&0 f
Lake Wanaka is the only remaining large lake in Otago that remains ia it's natural 46}7' 4

state. It’s water levels are protected by it’s own Lake Wanalka Preservation Act. The
tcnure review process provides an opportunity to protect the riparian margin and
significant inherent values, especially landscape values by fencing the riparian mergin
and siting it in a manner that will not compromise the landscape values of the Lake’s
foreshore. Freeholding this ares without requiring riparian fencing to exclude stock
and especially cattle is not ecologically sustainable, and therefore does not meet the
objects of the CPLA.

Flats above Round Hill — Area g

This ares is described as wetland, being mainly tall tussock wetland with numerous
ponds. It is a breeding and feeding area for waterfowl. As noted on page 6 of the
Preliminary Proposal, New Zealand is a signatory to the RAMSAR. convention and
has a duty to protect remaining viable wetlands. Unfortunately I have not been able to
inspect this area, so I cannot verify the significance of the wetlands and have to rely
on the Preliminary Proposal documant. Frorg the description in the Report it Bppears
that this aren is dominated by wetlands and therefore should be adequately protected.
The proposed covenant provides for grazing, and does not exclude cattle. Protection
of wetlands requires the exclusion of cattie especially. As noted above McKendry
and (}’Cmu:nr:»rgl state clearly that cattle should be excluded from wetlands and riparian
margins at all times. Freeholding this area, without ensuring that cattie grazing is
excluded is not ecologically sustainable and doeg not mect the CPLA objects.

.- h a — ALe
I am uncertain as to what status the area h ag marked on the map in the Preliminary
Proposal is, The map describes it in yellow and suggests it i3 a coveneant. However it
is not listed in the descriptions of the areas in the Preliminary Propogal. Page 11 of
the Prelimineary Proposal describes area 3 1. 13 as containing approximately 430 ha
and lics between Cox Bush and North Branch of the Rumbling Burn. Area h is
described on p17 of Submission No AT 1059, Here it states that this area was
originally proposed to be designated as conservation arca, subject to an easernent jn
favor of the holder. The new area to be covenanted is 334 ha and is shown ag ., The
Proposed Designations Report describes this area as 465 he on page 23, and states:

“Cox bush and environs support a sequence of vegetation extending from the
lekeshore to the summit of Buchanan Peaks. Unless protected it is only a matter of
lime until the are Is burnt, as it is af little grazing value in its curren semi forested
state. The area s an Important component of an outstanding landscape and
contributes to the setting for lakeside recreation,”

! McKendry, P.J, and O'Comor, IK.F, 1990, The Ecology of Tussockgrasslands for Production and
Protection. Center for Resource Mnnagement - Lincoln University
! McKendry, P.J, and O'Connor, K.F. 1990. Tha Ecology of Tussockgrasslunds for Production und
Protection. Center for Resource Munagement - Lincoln University
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As noted above with the removal of stock and fire thig arca will rap%‘g%@?ﬁo.

The dry spurs are likely to be covered by 3m high manuka/kanuka, ma furi, ™ £/ 7
mingimingi, Corokia and Lophmyrtus species. Beech forest is likely to MVW (C/;?

become prominent within 30 years.

).
e
Forest and Bird believes the whole area between Station Creek and the Rumbling 4&’}
Burn contains significant inherent valucs, including outstanding landscapes, which
warrant retention in full crown ownership and control. This areg jg adjacent to both
existing and proposed conservation areas — it is not a discrete block, thus it should not
qualify ag a Covenant aren.

Conclusions

Forest and Bird appreciates that this tenure roview is particularly complicated and that
this may account for some of the problems in the Preliminary Proposal document.
However this documnent needs to be legally correct and the public must have
confidence in the accuracy of the proposals, as presented for submissions.
Consequently this proposal should either bo re advertised or all the submitters be
given an opportunity to make submissions on a corrected document.

The Preliminary Proposal, while going some way towards protecting the significant
inherent values remaining on this lease, do not in our view meet the objects of the
CPLA in that there are some areas that have significant inherent values that are
proposed to be freeholded some with covenants and others unencumbered.

Creating a series of isolated covenants is not in our view practical for management
purposes nor is it effective in enguring adequate protection for the significant inherent
values. The mgjority of the covenants propose ongoing grazing which is not
ecologically sustainable.

We recommend that in order to meet the Objects of the CPLA the following
amendments be mads to the Proposal.

1. Proposed covenant areas a,a be linked and retumed to full crown ownership and
control, and fenced,

2. Proposed covenant area b be linked to area 3.1.8 and returned to fuli crown
ownership and control, and fenced.

3. Proposed covenant ¢ be linked to area 3.1.9 and returned to full crown ownership
and control, and fenced.

4. Proposed covenant d be fenced and returned to full crown ownership and control.
5. Area fto L be linked with an area to be returned to full crown ownership and

control, between the existing riparian strip and the legal road, and fenced from f
along the logal road to exclude stock from the Lake edge, upto Station Creek.
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. The whole area between Station Creek and area h be fenced and retumed fo f%u [?({*
crown ownership and control. ’;55% _};Zo
*

- Proposed covenant area h be fenced and returned to full crown ownership and
control.

. Proposed covenant over area g needs to ensure that cattle grazing is excluded and
if this area containg significant wetlands, as is suggested in the Preliminary
Proposal, it should be returned to full crown ownership and control.

We support PANZ's submission in relation to discussions on covenant provisions
and all matters relating to recreational access.

Yours sincerely

Sue Maturin
Sounthern Conservation Officer
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Ph & Fax (04) 233-8244
24 June 2002

The Commissioner of Crown lLands
C/- DTZ NZ Lid

PO Box 27

ALEXANDRA

Dear Sir

RE: PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL FOR TENURE REVIEW:
WEST WANAKA STATION

Since forwarding our submission dated 9 June 2002 on the Draft Preliminary Proposal, it has
come to our attention that thers are a number of discrepancies in the actual areas of land
proposed for cither full crown ownership or conscrvation covenant in the Notice of
Preliminary Proposal and Submission No. AT1059. We write in full support of the
submission by the Royal Forest & Bird Protectior Society, where they state:

"It is not abundantly clear which areas have been changed from the original proposal and
why. It appears they have been amended to facilitate negotiation, rather than to ensure that
sigmificant inherent values are protected.

These discrepancies in areas to be protected, mean that it is impossible for the public to
understand exactly how much Jand is being returned to full crown ownership and how much
land is being covenanted or frecholded without protective mechanisms. As the discrepancies
emount to a large area, the public cannot be certain if the proposed boundaries on the map
are accurate. Unfortunately, these inaccuracies cast doubt upon the reliability of
information in the proposal. We therefore believe this proposal should either be
‘readvertised, or all submitters should be given an opportunity to comment on g corrected
notice,

We wish to receive the right to reassess the proposal once we are assured of the fina]
boundaries and areas.

Yours sincerely

Barbara Marshall
Secretary
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West Wanaka Tenure Review Submission

PANZ wishes to make comment on the following aspects of the West Wanaka Preliminary Proposal.

* Recreational Charscteristica

* Public access easements

» Other access needed

* Terms of public rccess easements
* Marginal strips

Despite the pastoral lease being the residue of a much larger holding, the balance being surrendered to the
Crown as a result of 2 Soll and Water Conservation Plan, the review ia complex and requircs conslderably more
investigation than we were able to achleve. The time constrainta {mposed by official decisions to advertise a
large number of tenure reviews in short succession, has prevented PANZ, from undertaking adequate inspection
and consideration of this proposal. In particular, we have not been able to consider the adequacy of proposed
reserves and covenants. Therefore we reserve the right for further commentary.

Recreational Characteriatics
We endorve the doscription of recreational characteristics, public access and activities contained in DOC'g
Conservation Resources Repori, p 33, but not necessarily the report's recreational recommendations.

As the above report notes, the “distinctive recreational feature of the property is that it forms a horse ahoe shape
around the West Wanakn Conservation Area, meaning that practical overland routes onto the southern section
of the Buchanan Mountains traverse the property”. This large, mountainous conservation area is eifectively
land-locked, with minimal practical legal access from Lake Wanaka or the Matukituk] River, being the
boundaties of the property.

To-date, recreational attention hag been focused either on the mountains outside of the leasehold, or the Lake
shores or Matukituki River mouth. In the latter case existing marginal atrips have been utalised. Therefore most
recreational activity on the present-day leaschold has been focused on crossing it to reach adjoining public
lands. Long term provision of safe, convenlent public access has to be n primary cutcome of this review.

One area we feel the XOC report is deficient in ia In regard to river-based recreation. The Matukituki is popular
for kayaking and other boating. Many participants would land on the banks, and assume that marginal strips arc




in place for their use. However, as these particular strips are fixed in position, and the river is not, this may not

be the case (further comment below). o A
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Public access ensements a7y ry _‘f“(‘:f;’ 7
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The Summery of the Preliminary Proposal lists the following proposuls— (Y

(8 - C) Ronnd Hill Spur - public access

It I3 proposed that an easement be created for public foot access over a farm track up Round Hill Spur to the
boundary of land proposed as conservation area. This route is accesged from a marginal atrip on an unnamed
streaum that enters the Matukituki Valley at the base of Round Hill Spur.

This route provides direct access to a proposed conservation area on Tongue Spur and beyond to the Weat
Wanaka conservation area, It 1 atated that “competent partiea can easily gain access to the easement from the
Wannka - Mount Aspiring road when river conditions are average to tow".

Thia description differs from that contained in DOC’s deacription of recreational characteristics (Conservarion
Resources Report, p M), —

“Accens to the Round Hill Spur track can be gained by crossing the Matukituki River on foot from the Wanaka
Mount Aspiring Road when river levels ere low” (our emphasis).

Qur expetience of the Matukituki River leads us o believe that the early statement is more accurate than the
Justification advanced in the Preliminary Proposal. Rarely are there profonged periods when this major river,
dralning the main divide, is low enough for easy crossing on foot. Moat of the time it ia either a sedous barrier
for competent parties, or Impassible. With rain in the upper catchment, the river ia liable to rise rapidly at any
time and cut off retumm by the same route.

Often the West Matukituki is difficult encugh to cross to gain access to the East Branch, A major suapenslon
bridge in the lower West Branch provides a safe alternative to fording if required. The proposed crossing to
Round Hill Spur involves crossing the combined flows of the Haat and West Branches of the Matukitukd.
Deapite a bralded channel, it is a normally a formidable river. There is no bridge alternative available,

DXOC cites the following as an objective for tenure review—
“Legal and practical public access through land being freeholded should be secured to existing reserves,
conservation areas or national parks where this would enhance reasonably convenient public access to such ‘

areas .

The proposal fails the *practioal” and ‘convenient” tests, and therefore the duty to secure public access under the
Crown Pastoral Land Act (CPLA). It also frils as a logal fact, as no legal access exists from the Mount Aspiring
Road to the riverside marginal strip and riverbed. There is a gap between the two, the entire length of the lower
valley. Unless proviaion is made now for access across the Matukituki pastoral lease, it is beyond official
ability to *secure’ public access to the currently roviewable land. Alternative access provision must be made to
fulfil the objects of the CPLA.

As DOC states in the Proposed Designations Report, p 31, of the Conservation Resource Report, “this route
provides an important linkage to reviewable land on the western slopes of the Buchanan Mountains. From the
route spectacular viewa of the Matukituki Valley and high peaks of Mount Aspiring National Park end

2




surrounds can be enjoyed”. Without practical public acceas provision in this locality, a ha public
lands will remain ‘landlocked’ and out of bounds to the public. That would be an entirel

clicoma. (j’?:"r
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Alternative access up true left bank essential 'iji% S .r'f{/(‘

On Map 2b, of DOC’s Conservation Resources Report, the existi ng farm track from the West Wanaka ' "@;7/
homestead to the foot of Round Hill Spur is depicted an an “access route of recreational utility”. In Justification 4(?
of a DOC management purposes easement over the same farm track it is stated that “DOC will regularly require

access up the Malukituki Valley”. Howover In regard to public access, tho department’s advice is that “it is not
considered reasonable to attempt to attain as of right, public access over this route as it is located within the

heart of an intensjve farming operation”. It appears that no official effort was made to raige the possibility of

public access along this track during pegotiations with the leasee.

We ask why it should be ‘reasonable’ to provide for ‘regular’ DOC access and not for the public, glven that
“the securing of public access to and enjoyment of reviewable land" g an object of the CPLA, but securing
DOC access 19 pot?

We subsmit that public foot and blcycle access along the farm road be propoded to the leasees. We realise that
there may be objections to this, however rellance on fording the Matukiwki is impractical and potentinlly
dangerous. The reality is that partles coming out of the mountalns will find the river unfordable and wlill, by
neceasity, bave to exit via the farm road. It would be better to formalise public use. Becanse of the distance
involved (In excess of 15 km) foot access only would be unacceptable. We would appreciate further
consiltation on our proposal and would like to assist to make this a reality.

Frovision should also be made for practical public acceas beyond the foot of Round Hill Spur. Although there fs
a marginal strip further up-river this may not provide practical sccess when the rverbed cannot be traversed, A
farm track around the bage of this steep promontory could be utaliged (FHOTO 1).

Without securing practical public access up the true left bank of the Matukituki, a huge area of mowuntain land
will remain inaccessible to the general public. A major Crown objective for tenure review over pastorml
leasehold would then be unmfulfilled.

(ID - E) Smiths Bay - poblic acceas
It ia proposed that an easement for public foot, horse and vehicle access be created over a short stretch of road
which links the West Wanaka Roed end to an existing lakeside marginal strip at Smiths Bay.

The road currently receives a quite high level of use. Smith’s Bay is a tranquil part of the lake. Mature willow
end poplar trees on the foreshore provide a pleasant plenic site.

PANZ. fully supports this access provision and appreciates the lessoes’ willingneas to accommaodate this.
(FHOTO 2).

(R- F) Wedst Wanaka Station to Minaret Born
The proposals state that “south of Colquhouns Flat most of this formed track appeats to lie on legal road line. [t
is proposed that Jegal public foot, mountain bike and harse access be secured over sections which do not




correspond with the legal road line. Beyond Colquhouns Flat the casement correspond track
which provides access to the Minaret Burn and beyond to the boundary of the Mount Alta M’Iﬁﬂ"
/!
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PANZ supports this key access as an interim step towards realigning the legal road alignment to that dﬂj/p /,}
currenily utilised formation. '{I,—Z? 40

’?2’/5._

It appears from inspection from the air of the first section of easement from Smith’s Bay that this is unformed
and would require routing through heavily glaciated rock benches to provide practical access above the
shoreline. This may require formation to be suitable for cycle and horse use, in addition to frequent route
marking. Any formation and marking shouvld be a priotity, (PHOTOS 1, 3).

(G - H) Public accesw from Matokiteld River to mid Matukituk] wetland

It is proposed that legal public foot access be secured to this wetland which is proposed for Reserve status
(3.1.6). Guns and dogs to be permltied subject to holding a hunting permit for the mid Matukituki wetland, The
casernent includes all land tying between the marginal strip and the wetland, Access 18 required as the wetland
is used for game bird hunting and fishing.

PANZ supports thie provision, however there will stiil be need for reliable access via the true left bank of the
Matukituki.

(J- I) Access from Matukitnki River to South Matnkituki wetland

It is proposed that legal public foot acoeas be secured to this wetland which is proposed for Reserve status.
Cruns and dogs to be permitted subject to holding a humting permit for the South Matukituki wetland. The
easement includes alf land lying between the marginal sirip and the wetland. Access is required as the area is
used for game bird hunting end fishing.

PANZ supports thia provision, however there will atill be need for reliable wccess via the true left bank of the
Muatuldmuki.

(K- L) Accesa - Upper Rumbling Burn (West Wanaka connervation area) via Danlels Spur

It is proposed that legal public foot accesa be accured over that part of the track which lies between the
proposed Cox Bush-shoreline conservation area and the Mount Alta conservation area. The lowsr part of this
track 18 within proposed conservation lands.

This route will provide Important access into the Rumbling Burn, as far as Mt Alta. However it does not
provide convenient access to the Buchanan Peaks. An offshoot easement shoutd extend up the crest of Danjels
Spur to the conservation area boundary. Without this additional route, the Buchanan massif remaing cut-ofT due
to a lack of convenient access and unavailable to all but commercial heliskiers. (PHOTO 4).

(N-M) Public access - Mouth of Minaret Burn from proposed Minaret Bum access easement

It in proposed that legnl public foot access be secured over that pert of the formed track (approximately 500
metres) which les outside of the propoged conservation area 3.1.12. The route itself is a valuable recreational
opportunity s it affords magnificent views of the lower Minaret Burn, Lake Wanaka and surrounds and an
important link for boat access to the mouth of the Bumn. '

PANZ supports this casement.
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Matuokltuki Bridge approaches %&é\?&’

We support the proposed action of retaining in Crown ownership the alignment of the formed or 4,
‘legalisation” by the district council. We point out however that the formed road may already be a l:g%a "{;—%\
through either express or immplied dedication by the Crown and the lesses, and accepiance by the district cﬁéﬁg’l} /Z/
or through public user. Rofer to the PANZ, web site for the recently determined Stony Batter cage concorning 7”12%7/
dedication of public roads (Privy Councll Appeal No. 2] 0of 2001 Man O'War Station Limited and Huruhe

Statlon Limited Appellants v. Auckland City Council (formerly Waiheks County Council) and H. M. Attorney

General for New Zealand Respondents).

Other access needed

The following proposals are to ensure better compliance with Section 24(¢) CPLA - the securing of public
access 1o and enjoyment of reviewable land. ‘Revisable land’ includes land proposed for freeholding, and is not
confined to proposed or existing conservation areas.

Soft Burn — Station Creek

DOC, in their original Conservation Resource Report recommendations, proposed 8 West Wanaka Station -
Soft Bum - Statlon Creek publlc easement over a farm track which sscends into the Soft Burn from the
Matukituki Valley, traverses behind Lookout Hill, crosses the headwaters of Station Creek and descends to
Lake Wanaka at Cox Bush. This was scen as providing an Interesting round trip with spectncular views of Iake
Wanake and surrounding mountaing, DOC notes that this enters the West Wanaka Conservation Area at a point
which would provide a feasible route to the Buchansn Peaks,

This rowute wae also recorded ns an “access route of recreational utlity” on DOC's map 2B.

In our view, securing convenient aocess to the Buchanan Peaks is of primary importance. This route would
provide the most dlrect access to this mountaln massif. Without such access this area wili remamin the preserve
of commercial heli operators. It is ideal for summer grwmping and winter ski mountaineering. The south-faclng
stopes and basins best muited for the latter activity could be reached direetly from nrear the Soft Burn-Station
Creek saddle (PHOTO 5).

We submit that an access easermnent be created from the West Wanakn homestead over this snddle for foot,
cycle and horae access to connect onto the Minaret Burn accoss.

Lookout Hill
At an “early wamning” meeting held In Alexandra in April 1997, NGOs, including PANZ, recommended public
foot access up Lookout Hill. This was Identified as a possible viewpoint. This has not been incorporated Into

the Preliminary Propoasis,

This would provide a potentially popular day-trip that provides excellent views of Lake Wannka and surrounds,
It is not a strenuoua clitb.

We subrmit that foot and horse access easements be created up the east ridge from eascment R~ F, to the
summit, and down to our proposed sasement through the Soft Burn (PHOTOS 5, 6).




Terms of public access ensements " ,;:}

Public notification required

cascments are proposad,

Exclosion of achedules

ACCoaa spARTIICNLS,

Temporary closnres
We are perturbed by DOC’s fixatlon with frustrating public recreation through provision for temporary
suspension of access.

There is no statutory authority cited for closure for public safety or emergency. Emergency powers should be
exercised elther by the Palice or Rural Fire controlling authority for genuine emergencics only. In view of
DOC’s partiality towards touriam and other commerclal interosts at the expense of public recreation, we do not
trust the department with powers of considerable discretion and vagueness such as “public safety”. Such

GREeINenLE.

Closure of easements I - J and G — H under sectjon 12 Reserver Act for “for the protection and control of the
public” is ultra vires the Minlster's powers. There is no need for such maternalistic authority over the public. If
public activities exceed beyond those granted by these casementa, there are legal remedies open to the
Transferor. Section 12 relates to ecquiring intereats over private land “for the purposes of a reserve or for the
improvement, protection, or extension of or Access 1o an existing reserve”, What is proposed Is inconsistent
with section 12 and CPLA objectives in regard o securing public access, and must be deleted.




Horse passage /4 o W

Wo welcome Lhe provision for as-of-ri ght horse passage along easerent R-N-F, and appreciate t%‘g{%
willingness to accommodate this. We note that a 2-gate system is heing devised for pedestrian and cycj ézéf/,, /%’(\
passage through deer fences, but not for horses. We have discussed with riding club representatives what my

be required for horses and they advise that vehdcle size gates are unnecessary. Only one horse needs 1o pass 4‘2’5"
through a gate/enclosure structure at a time.

An assumption appears to have arigen during officlal consideration of horses and gates, that because horses can
and do use vehicle-size gates and these will be present at cach fence, than they MUST use these, This is not the
case.

We believe thet it should be possible to design an unlocked 2-gate system suitable for horse, pedestrian, and
cycle passage, without deer escaping. It would Just need to be larger version of what ja envlsaged for
pedestriana and cycles. A successtul design could have wide application throughout the high country.

Thero are disadvantages in having to obtain keys to locked gates, a3 this would normally necessitate prior
contact with the owner and making arrangements for uplifting keys, assuming owner avallebility at the time of
intended arrival. Such a system would require substantial goodwili for It to work without visitora being
disadvantaged. Another consideration is that present and future landowners® privacy and time wil] be
continually impinged upon. What we suggest above would eliminate the disadventages for both perties.

Tenants and licensees of DOC

We welcome the exclusion of tenunts and licensees of DOC from the definitions of “Transferee’ and the refated
express prohlbition of DOC concession holders from easement - K. Thia should ensure that public
recreationists will not in future be displaced by ground-travelling gulded tourists. This may mitgate 1o a gmall
degroe acrial hordes flying directly to conservation areas,

We submit that all future tenure review easement docunzents make these exclusions standard throughout the
South laland high country.

Locking of gates

We note that on casements I-J and G-H, kotes are not desmed to be obstructions. However locked gates would
be “unreasonable impediments” to the use of easement areas, We subsmit that Clause 10 should be amended to
read -

“the Transferor ahall not obstruct the easement Area by parked vehicles, deposit of materials or unreasonable
impediment to the use of the easement Area. Unlocked gatea are not deemed an instruction™ (our emphasis).

We are perturbed that in the vehicular sccess D — E 1o Smiths Buay, that clanse 12.4 provides an abllity to lock
gates, If exerclaed, this would defeat the purpose of the easement to permit access at any time, No Justification
is provided for this discretion, with no criterion to Judge the necersity of particular closures. Ag pedestrians,
cycliats and gate-jumping horses can continue to access and enjoy the beach, why not vehicle users?

We object to such arbitrary powers over a public easement to a marginal strip, und submit that these be deleted.



Marginal strips =

e, ’f.:-;,f"?
. * # )‘f} “ f /.
50 23827 records former section 58 Land Act strips along the bank of the Matukitukd and the shores of m;:/,} /f/
Wanaka. These are now reserved under section 24(3) Conscrvation Act. Section 24G(7) preclhudes these pro- ”(7/?
1990 strips from being movable. /,,'7

Overiny of NZMS 260 and 261 series maps shows significant misalignment between riverbanks and theae fixed
position marginal strips; something to be expected of a major braided river. The dynamic nature of the river
banks are confirmed by DOC"s revised recommendations at 2.5.5 and 2.5.6 which state, in regard to these
casements, “algn posting this access is not practical due to the dynamic nature of the Matukituki River”. The
Conservation Resources Report (2.7.2) further states that “marginal strips at the mouth of the Matkituki River
do not appear to reflect the current location of river channels and jslands” (PHOTO 7).

The CCL has decided that marginal stripg shall not be dealt with during tenure review; that these should be
dealt with independently by DOC. PANZ, vigorously rejects such unwarranted inaction by the CCL ag thig fails
to advance the Crown's legitimate interests, and the public interest, on pastoral lands.

If the CCL'a narrow view is applied to this case, on new sections of river bank (i.¢. in a new position, away
from an existing strip) there will remain a duty under s 24 Conservation Act to provide new, movable slrips,
whereas hisiorical atrips that remain along banks would be fixed In posltion. With further shifting of the river,
both new and old strips will become disconnected and therefore umimsable.

Failure to rationalise marginal strips as part of tenure review will only serve to compoind the problem. i
tenure review does not provide an incentive to permanently rectify the situation, it is highly unlikely that any
other opportunity will arise in the future. There certalnly will not be further ‘dispositions’ of Crown land to
trigger the marginal strip provislons of the Conservation Act - this tefure review will be the last Crown
disposition.

We submit that, as a condition of CCL approval for tenure review. the legsee's approval be obinined to
exchange the cxisting marginal atrip the length of the river for x new mavable strip, Authority for such action lg
provided by s24E Conservation Act,

The public credibility of the tenure review progmmime will be in large part hinge on official willingness to
accommaodate well-aited public aspirations for mssured access to and along waterways.

5 24E. Exchange of marginal atrips---

(1) The Minister may, by notice in the Gazette, authorise the exchange of any marginal strip for another
atrip of land.

(2) The Minister shall not authorise the exchange of any marginal strip unless the Minister is satisfled
that the exchange will better achieve the purposes apecified in section 24C of this Act.

(3) The land taken by the Crown in exchange for any marginal strip shall be deemed to be reserved ag
marginal strip.

(4) The Minister may authorise the payment or receipt by the Crown of money by way of equality of
exchange in any case under this section; and ai} money so received shall be paid into the Department of
Conservation Grants and Gifts Trust Account, and shall be applied, without further appropriation than
this sectlon, for the purposea of this Act.

(5) The Minister or the Director-General may, on behalf of the Crown, do all such things ag may be
neceasary to effect any exchange authorised under this section.

B




N
(6) District Land Registrars are hereby authorised and directed 1o make such entries in 're&fg.mm and do

all such other things as may be necessary to give effcct to exchanges authorised unﬁﬂrithi%};éc réjf%’?
gy K
TN,
This is an express provision that over-rides the general prohibition of “sale or other disposition” under %f‘(/f

24. Section 24E was specifically designed for the purpose of making fixed strips movable or in other situagd 46.,
where relocation is desimble. +

Another fixed-position marginal atrlp along the shore of Lake Wanaka does not present a moveability problem,
and is unlikely to do so unless the lake outlet Is damned of there is another ice age.

Becaume of the deeply incised nature of thig stream, a fixed-positlon strip up the Minaret Burn may not present
a problem, however this should be Investigated and this o ity taken to negotiate its exchange fora
movable strip if that is required to snaure practical legal access along the banks.

SO 23827 records merginel stripa created at the lust lease renewal. These are along McGills Creek, the
unnamed creek below Round Hill Spur, & short section of & Mamkituki River channel weat of The Island, and
the Rumbling Burn part way up both branches. These are all subject to section 24F and are antomatically
movable with changes to banks,

We are concerned that not gll qualifying streamas have marginal strips. The Soft Bum und an wmamed creek,
approximately 1.5 km 1o the west, exceed the minimum bed width of an average of 3 metros from bank crest 1o

bank crest, however no strips exist. The mnamed creek wounld provide practical accens to the existing
congervation ama (PHOTO 8). These deficlencies must be rectified during tenure review,

Yours falthfully

Bruce Mason
Researcher & Co-Spokesman

Appendices: 8 photographa

Public Access New Zealund is a charitable trust formed in 1992. Objects are the preservation and improvement of° public

access to public lands, waters, and the countryside, through retentlon in public ownership of resources of value for

recreqtion. PANZ is supportad by & diverse munge of land, freshwater, maring, and conscrvation groups and individuals.
PANZ ie committed to regist Private predation of the public sstato.

9
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11 July 2002

The Manager

DTZ New Zealand Limited
Land Resources Divislon
PO Box 27

ALEXANDRA

Dear Sir/Madam

WEST WANAKA TENURE REVIEW: SUBMISSION OF THE QUEENSTOWN LAKES DISTRICT

Fleage find enclosed the submission of the Quesnstown Lakes District Councll to the West Wanaka
Tenura Aeview.

| apologise for the lateness of this submission, and hope that it can be accepted at such a late staga
The reasons for s iateness arae that the applloation wes not recelved untll 12 June 2002, then had td
be reported to the Strategy Committee of the Counall,

It you have any querles with respect to the submissjon, please do not hesitate to call,

Fleagse note that the Qlueenstown Lakaes District Gounoll wishes to be hotified of any future tenure
review proposals occurting in the Queenstown Lakes District so that submissions can be lodged.

Yours fafthfully
CMICCORP

Jenny Parkaer
FOLICY PLANNER
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WEST WANAKA TENURE REVIEW PROPOSAL

iy,
DATE: 8 July 2002 }7,;71 Ao

SUBMITTER:
Queenstown Lakes District Council

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE:
C/- Jenny Parker

CivicCorp

Private Bag 50077
QUEENSTOWN

FPhone:(03) 442 4777

Dear Sir/Madam
This submission s lodged on behalf of the Queenstown Lakes District Council.

The Queenstown Lakes District Councll appreclates the opportunity to submh on the
West Wanaka Tenure review propoeal.

The Council has an interast in tanure review propasals within this District for two

reasons:
- ansuring sufficlent public access g provided; and
- ensuring  indigenous blodiversity values are Identified and  menaged

appropriately,

The West Wanaka tenure review s consldered a posltive proposal bath In tarms of
the public access that Is Proposed, and the protaction of indigenous vegetation
through conservation machanisms.

The Council supports the West Wanaka Tenure review proposal for the following

reasons:

- It provides for extensive public access through easements, ensuring public
enjoyment of the land: and

- It recognlses and provides for significant indigencus vegetation and habliats,
through designating land for conservation purposes, and proposing protectiva
covanants.

Flease do not hesltate to contact the wrtter if you have any questions with respect to
this submission.

Yours faithfully

Jenny Parker
POLICY PLANNER




