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Cattle roam the upper Haast River valley. Photo: Supplied 

 

1. PURPOSE 

To understand at a high level, the effects of cattle grazing on recreational access values on the Haast River 
flats, to supplement information from District and to inform decision making process.  

 

2. CONTEXT  

The Department is currently processing an application for grazing of 736 hectares of the Haast River Bed by 
John Cowan. This is a publicly notified application. Grazing has been occurring on site for many years, 
however this is being reconsidered as a new application.  

Submitters on the application have raised concerns regarding the grazing and associated fencing etc 
inhibiting access to, and recreational use of the land. There is a one-wire fence along the State Highway 
adjoining the grazing, and access points onto the land. The most highly used access is controlled by a 
Taranaki Gate. 
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The District Office have not heard reports of issues with access: Hunters utilise the land for access by foot 
and 4WD. Concessionaires used the Haast River for jetboating and rafting, although it is understood the 
take-out points are above and below the license.  

There are to be 60 cows and 50 calves at any one time on the license, indicative of a low stocking rate.  

 

3. OUTPUT  

High-level advice on the effects that cattle grazing can have on recreational values. 

 

4. LIVESTOCK – RECREATION INTERACTIONS  

There is little research undertaken within New Zealand regarding the interactions of livestock and 
recreationist. However, the presence of livestock on public conservation land is widely viewed as in conflict 
with the reasons why this land was invested into the conservation estate. More so, this is viewed as 
detrimental to New Zealand’s ‘100% Pure’ image and therefore has the potential to cause negative effect 
to our tourism industry. 

This being said, well-known positive and negative effects of livestock and recreation are worth mentioning.  

4.1 Positive effects 

• Grazing is known to improve scenery and even recreation in some instances. Invasive plants can 
make passage through areas difficult and may be painful or dangerous due to sharp stickers and 
thistles. Exotic plant cover also creates a large volume of decadent plant biomass, resulting in a 
resistant thatch layer that increases competition for light with relatively small-statured native plants 
(Menke, 1992) 

• Grazing is frequently supported by fire departments and other public organizations to reduce exotic 
annual grasses that may accumulate and pose a fire hazard, which may impact surrounding 
structures (Fire and Resource Assessment Program, 2010) 

• Rural tourism is taking off as farmers seek ways to combine New Zealand's two big export earners. 
An ANZ AgriFocus report late last year on agri-tourism said over a quarter of the international 
tourists visiting New Zealand in 2015 visited a farm or orchard, and one in five visited a vineyard 
or wine trail (New Zealand Herald, 2017). Chinese visitors in particular enjoyed going to a farm or 
orchard, with two thirds going to either or both. 
 

4.2 Negative effects 

• Recreationists often complain about the need to open and close gates when livestock are grazing 
on conservation land. These structures are a reminder that others are present, whereas for many 
the act of going to these places to is to ‘get away’ from it all. On the other side, conflicts may occur 
when fencing is cut and fences are left or tied open by users who desire unobstructed access 
through recreational areas. When fences are damaged or gates opened inappropriately, livestock 
may access environmentally sensitive or dangerous areas. 

• While ‘potential danger from livestock’ is commonly cited to support removal of grazing from public 
lands, recreationist injuries are not necessarily the biggest point of contention for some grazing 
opponents. The fact that private graziers benefit from use of public lands is a more common 
complaint.  

https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/earth-and-planetary-sciences/invasive-plants
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/agricultural-and-biological-sciences/thistle
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/agricultural-and-biological-sciences/cover-plant
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1550742416300768#bb0420
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1550742416300768#bb0220
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• Common complaints about livestock grazing in recreational areas include cow manure, flies, fouling 
of water holes, and damage to trails in wet areas and seasons (Tempest, 2004). 

• Fishers tend to have a lower tolerance of livestock grazing activities than hunters due to the 
perception that cattle foul streams, rivers, and lakes (Sanderson et al., 1986). Damage to riparian 
habitats is of particular concern, as cattle may congregate and “camp” in these areas for water, 
forage, and shade. 

• Grazing is widely considered to be a key contributor to poor water quality in New Zealand. The 
notion that this activity can happen on protected lands is known to lead to a negative experience 
and complaints by recreators. Furthermore, this activity is largely in conflict with the clean, green 
image we portray on the international stage. Whilst it is difficult to quantify the actual damage to 
the recreational experience caused by the presence of livestock, the damage to the 100% Pure 
brand must be taken into account. 

 

5. RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. The value of conservation lands to the New Zealand public and New Zealand brand should take 
precedence over the value of the lands to a commercial entity 

2. In the event that grazing is allowed to exist on the Haast River flats it should be supported by open 
dialogue between land managers and recreationists; to educate each stakeholder on the potential 
risks and benefits of grazing on public lands. Engagement via Surveys; Social Media, Educational 
Programs, Factsheet and Signage is recommended to create and facilitate positive livestock-
recreation interactions (Appendix 1) 
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https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/earth-and-planetary-sciences/recreational-area
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/earth-and-planetary-sciences/fouling
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1550742416300768#bb0575
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1550742416300768#bb0515
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APPENDIX 1 |  Example of signage used to inform recreators in a dual use area. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 


