Notice of an
Extraordinary General Meeting

In accordance with Rule Number 23 of the OTMC Constitu-
tion, the Committee hereby call an Extraordinary General
Meeting as foliows:

Date: 13 November, 1997

Place: Clubrooms, 3 Young Street, Dunedin
Time: 8.00pm

Business: To discuss the various issues as outlined

in this accompanying supplement regard-
ing the OTMC's ‘Ben Rudd’ property on
Flagstaff, and any other issues relating to
the Ben Rudd property as may be raised
at the meeting.

| This meeting is being held as members at the 74th AGM
| of the OTMC resolved that matters raised at the AGM

@il regarding Ben Rudds deserved a separate meeting, with

members being given the opportunity to read and under-
stand better relevant information which became available
at the AGM.

The Committee urges all members ta attend.

Antony Pettingerion behalf of the Committee]

}Ittentzon It appears tfhiat there are some members who o
 not know where the Ben Rudd property is, or the extent of
' the property in relation to Ben Rudd shelter. The Committee
will be running an open day for members to come along and
see what the whole issue is about - see the inside back page
for more details

- m\fsﬂ: .us. .nn the internet ate '
. http://crash.ihug.co.nz/ " Sapett/index.html -
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£ RUDD PROPERTY:

{Original article from “Outdoors 1973%)

E E hat has come to be appreciated as
one of the most progressive moves, was
the purchase by the Club in 1846, of 112
acres of Flagstaff known as the Ben Rudd
property.

It was purely by accident that the com-
mitiee of that time learned that this sec-
tion was available, and further, that it
was probably the only property in that
area not owned or spoken for by the
Dunedin City Corporation.

As it was, the subsequent purchase by
the Club caused considerable flutterings
in the City Hall dove-cotes and there was
talk of our being deprived of our pur-
chase under one of the many avenues
open to it by the Corporation.

The situation eventually resolved itsel
however, and it may be purely coinci-
dental that one of our late members, a
Mr Cherles Hayward, was at that time a
member of the City Council and that
another member, the late Colin Lucas,
occupied a position of prominence on
the Staff of the Town Hall. (In fact, Mr
Lucas later became the Town Clerk).
The top part of Flagstaff where the prop-
erty was situated was, and had been for
a goodly number of years, a very popu-
lar area with Club membexs, not only
because of the raspberries and goose-
berries in profusion on the site of old
Ben Rudd’s little stone house, buf also
because of its association with the
quaint, little man with whom many mem-
bers had been on friendly terms for
some years prior to his death in 1933.
From memozy, the availability of the es-
tate was mentioned by Mr Dick Steel and
the information was quickly acted upon

by the late Mr R. B. Hamel. Although the
transaction was completed by the Com-
mittee without reference to the general
membexrship, the following Annual Gen-
eral Meeting enthusiastically endorsed
the committee action.

The money used for the purchase was
initially loaned by Mr W. Stevenson who
later very kindly refused repayments; a
generous gesture that has been long ap-
preciated.

From the very beginning of the Club’s
new status as landowner, numexous
ideas were advanced for using the prop-
erty,and it franspired later that consider-
able interest in establishing a sort of
park where the public could enjoy a
day’'s outing was being demonstrated.
This interest tapered off, however, when
it was realised that most of the work
involved would take a great deal of effort
on the part of individuals. However, in-
terest flowered in ancther direction and
many trees and ornamental shrubs were
planted.

In 1950 a determined bid was made to
make the area a paying proposition and
several thousand {rees were bedded in.
There was much speculation at the time
as to how the Club would eventually al-
locate the great sums of money which
would become available after the sale of
the mature timmbers.

A great deal of credit is due to those
gincere and conscientious members who
later endeavoured to arrange regular
tree-pruning work parties to the devel-
oping plantations but who were unable
to overcome the latent apathy of mem-
bers towards commitments of this na-
ture. Quite recently (cl1873), after con-
sidering all factors, the Committee de-
cided to pursue the afforestation pro-
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gramme no further.

Shortly after the Club embarked on iis
role of landowner, several members in-
terested in skiing, sought and obtained
permission from the Commitiee of the
day to erect a small hut to serve as a
base for ski trips over Flagstaff and
Swampy.

The building of this hut was undertaken
by those several enthusiasts often as-
sisted by other members whose curios-
ity prompted their going to the work site
to observe progress and who were soon
pressed into service by the eager
builders. The result of these efforts was a
well constructed, weather proof building
which served for years as a focal point
for day trips, weekend birthday sessions
and somewhat hilarious Christmas par-
ties.

Unfortunately the ‘ski-run’ prepared in
conjunction with the building pro-
gramme was never actually used as
such. The big snows of 1939 and 1943
which prompted the undertaking,
seemed to stop with the building of the
hut. Later in the saga of Ben Rudds, the
Club compensated the builders for their
initial outlay in constructing the shelter
and it was taken in on the books as a
club hut.

As time passed, it was becoming in-
creasingly apparent that the hut was too
near town to be free from vandalism.
Much work in painting, relining walls,
rebuilding bunks and replacing broken
windows was laboriously undertaken by
interested parties but to no avail and the
hut was dismantled to make way for 2
concrete block shelter. The loss of the
hut was keenly felt by those who had
spent long hours on its maintenance or
whose efforts to establish ornamental
garden surrounds came to nothing.

At a recent Committee meeting (c1973)
it was decided that although no further
long-term development was envisaged
the Club should reject any suggestion

that the property be disposed of and in
supporting the executive in this view-
point, may one express the hope that in
the years to come the members will con-
tinue to hold this opinion and our little
property will remain the oasis for all to
appreciate and enjoy.

(end of 1973 ‘Outdoors’ article)

After the Commiitee decision not to con-
tinue with the forestry venture, attention
turned to restoration of the Ben Rudd
property to native vegetation, compati-
ble with the adjoining reserve.

Many workparties spent many hours on
the property through the 1970’s, and
early 1980’s, battling the problem with
gorse and broom, a problem which re-
mains to this day.

In 1988, the Commiftee cormmenced ne-
gotiations with the Ministry of Ferestry,
regarding the removal of exotic trees
from the main plantation. At a special
meeting of the Committee in December
1988 arrangements were finalised. Early
1989 saw the trees felled. Unfortunately,
there were significant numbers of trees
left standing, and the site, including the
skid site, was left untidy.

Since the felling, there have been nu-
merous workparties, mainly working on
re-vegetation and elimination of un-
wanted weeds in the plantation site.
Some weed spraying and controlled
hunting have also been carried out

The total money we received for the
trees was immediately placed in the ‘Ben
Rudd Account’, which was endorsed by
a subsequent AGM. This fund has been
used only for expenditure on the prop-
erty. The sum is currently in excess of
$14,000.
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Pr‘epar‘ed August 1897 by Richard
Pettinger, on advice from Mark Hanger.,
Graeme Loh and Sue Maturin {Forest
and Bird Protection Society] and Doug
Forrester (OTMC].

Background

| was requested by the committee to
make a site visit of part of the Ben Rudds
property and prepare an independent
assessment of the need to carry out a
weed control programme. | asked the
above individuals, who have considerable
expertise in weed control and native
revegetation, to accompany me.

Findings

The following examines the condition of
four principal sites investigated on Sat-
urday, 9 August 1997, Areas 1 to 3 are
those as marked on plan 7 drawn by
Peter Mason on 12/5/85, and re-
ferred to in the July 19897 QTMC Buk
letin. [See map on pages 8/3]

Area 1:

A patch of “old man” gorse estimated by
Peter Mason to be 2-2.5 hectares in
area. It formed shout twenty years ago,
apparently spreading from the old track
that followed the creek shown on plan 7.
The canopy, which is beginning to col-
lapse, due to age, snow, or a combina-
tion of these, is dominated by mature
gorse, with occasional braom. Age esti-
mations can be made from ring counts.
Stems cut showed the largest gorse
plants to be nine years old. Similarly, the

stems of a few, uncommon brogm

bushes within the patch are nine years
old. (There was a concern that broom
might have been invading the gorse, but
this is now thought to be not ocourring.

From memory, this area has spread only
insignificantly in the last ten years. A
healthy sward of snowtussack and other
grasses appears to be containing it on
the eastern edge of the patch, at least.
Little soil disturbance has occurred in
the immediate area over the last twenty
years.

Within the patch, the only natives that
are reaching the canopy are occasional
plants of two similar coprosmas {they
may be a single species with slightly
different leaf-forms). The understorey
contains some gorse and broom [mainly
seedlings, not much larger), ferns, co-
prosma, broadleaf seedlings and pseu-
dopanax seedlings. Seedlings of these
last two native species appear to be
damaged by browsing; probably by
hares.

Areas 2 and 3:

Scattered broom characterises both of
these sites. The DCC has carefully man-
aged to control broom on the simitar
land on their side of the boundary. They
have retained the snow tussock and
other grasses, suggesting & grass-
friendly herbicide, such as 2,4-D, was
used. They have avoided killing one or
two emerging cassinia in some places,
indicating some careful spot treatment
by back-pack spraying. There is fitile or
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no gorse in these areas, but it is really
important to control urgently both the
broom and any gorse.

Former large plantation site:

This area has responded well to the
work carried out by members in 1990-
1893. Though labour-intensive, the ef
fort is well rewarded. Club members
who helped on these work parties
(named in the bulletin reports] shouid
view the site. The scattering of mature
manuka seed capsules, and the plant-
ing of silver beech were particularly
successful. The only problems readily
apparent today are the rare gorse
plants, occasional blackberry, Hi
malayan honeysuckle and wilding pines
and rowans. These require little effort.

Other areas:

Although net thoroughly investigated,
the following notes can be made about
other sites on the property:

The former, more recent small planta-
tion site (immediately east of the skid
site):

The pine trees here {IPinus nigra from
19860 and some P radiata from 1969)
were dropped without removal. Very
little of that timber has subsequently
been removed, even for firewood. The
felled logs are beginning to decay.
There are considerable problem
weeds, including broom, in this area.
The treatment that was given to the
larger plantation site following tree re-
moval was not carried out on this site.
it could never have been, because the
jumble of logs makes it difficult to move
within the site.

Balance of property:

Scattered gorse, broom, blackberry, Hi-
malayan honeysuckle, rowan and, of
course, the many wilding pines are go-
ing to be a constant threat to assthet-
ics, the natural character and, to a
degree, to the regeneration of natives.
A monitoring programme, with occa-
sional timely intervention workparties,
say, every two years, may be all that is
necessary. The Otago branch of the
Forest and Bird Protection Society has
expressed interest in helping with this
waork, as have the “Teen Greens”.

A large patch of Douglas fir in the east-
ern corner {planted in 1871 and
1972), and a line of larches on the
north-east boundary [planted 13968]j
have been largely left. A poisoning pro-
gramme in the last five years does not
as yet appear ta have been successful.
Peter Mason suggests all these trees
be left, since on maturity they will have
some value. In the meantime, the Dou-
glas fir wildings make sought-after
Christmas trees.

Discussion
The regeneration of natives, for exam-
ple under the gorse nursery in Area 1,
is affected by browsing. Only unpalat-
able coprosmas appear to be making
any progress. This is understood to be
typical in areas where hares, possums
etc. are present. On the adjacent
Flagstaff Scenic Reserve, the control of
these pests may not be seen as a
priority as it is an area of tussack, and
hares and possums do not threaten
tussocks; in fact, by eating regenerat-
ing palatable native shrub species,
these browsers rmay actually pramote a
1Contimued on page 6}
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(Continned firom page 5)

tussock landscape. The introduction of
unprotected palatable native species
may be inappropriate in such an area
[being a waste of time and effort}. Un-
palatable species that would naturally
be expected within environments such
as that of Ben Rudds include co-
prosma, silver beech, manuka and
kanuka.

The introduction of plants to the site
should ideally by locally sourced. Plants
from the City Forests plantations are
very sensitive to wind, sun, and frosts. if
these are to be used, they will succeed
best if dug up with a fork and with as
much pine needle duff still attached to
the roots as possible, then are planted
under a shady, sheltered canopy (such
as within a gorse patch). If they do not
then get a wet weather period, their
survival chances are reduced, of
course.

Native intertussock species including
emerging scrub species could be
threatened by indiscriminate use of
sprays. The use of particular herbicides
effective against broom, but retaining
grasses, will kill inter-tussock species. In
the DCC land which has been carefully
spot sprayed, introduced grasses and
the occasional tussock remain,. The
introduced grass (browntop | think],
however, appears to be choking out the
tussock and anything else. A few rem-
nant cassinias are left, but most inter-
tussock spacies are absent, presum-
ably sprayed or choked out. This type of
treatment would be undesirable on the
OTMC land, where cassinia and other
native scrub species may assist in con-

trolling broom or gorse establishment.
In unsprayed tussock country in the
Flagstaff Scenic Reserve, pernettya, or-
chids, bulbinella, and other species add
considerable interest between the tus-
socks.

The portion of the property on the re-
serve side of the firebreak {largely Ar-
eas 2 and 3] is seen as the most
important part for the club to get right.
It is quite visible, and has the same
character potentially as the reserve. It
is also downwind of the seed sources
on club property.

Should any of the Club’s exotic trees,
including the Douglas fir and larches in
the north-east corner, give rise to wild-
ing trees it would be extremely embar-
rassing for the OTMC. Our neighbours,
the DCC and DoC, would take a very
dim view of us. It is possible that the
scrubby country, near the junction of
the Pineapple Track and the Flagstaff-
Swampy walkway, may already contain
small Douglas fir and larch seedlings
derived from OTMC land. If this is the
case, as they emerge through the
canopy, the OTMC will be obliged to
carry out extensive and difficult eradica-
tion for some years.

Recommendations

Area 1:

Spot plant unpalatable species
(coprosma, silver beech, manuka and
kanuka, as root trainers, or plants
moved directly from the City Forests
Flagstaff plantations] throughout the
gorse patch. Leave the gorse standing.
Cut and, where necessary, apply appro-
priate herbicide to sturnps of, broom
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plants. If palatable species are desired
to be planted, [this may be a useful
experiment]), plant these within exclo-
sure plots to fence out hares and pos-
sums. Fuchsia, pseudopanax species,
broadleaf and palatable coprasma are
available on the property or from the
nearby plantations. Five people should
be able to carry out the planting of two
hundred plants in a day.

Areas 2 and 3:

Sparingly, spot spray larger clumps of
broam, with tussock-friendly herbicide,
taking pains to aveid intertussock
species and native shrubs. 2,4-D may
be used if all but the grasses are to be
kiled. It might be quite a persistent
herbicide, though, and potentially affect
the hut water supply downstream. It
would be preferable to minimise such

spraying.

Lop and, where necessary apply appro-
priate herbicide to stumps of, isolated
broom or gorse plants. Pull out and
leave to dry, any seedlings or young
plants that are capable of being ex-
tracted without undue ground distur-
bance. Avoiding suil disturbance and
the wholesale killing of ground cover,
will greatly assist in reducing new
seedling establishment.

This will take a group of approximately
twenty people 2 to 5 days to complete.
Moving in a single line, loppers in front,
painters behind, we could ensure no
stems are missed.

Former large plantation site:
A working group of ten people with
bowsaws, leather gloves, light grubbers

and stump herbicide, could clear the
site of most gorse plants, blackberry,
Himalayan haneysuckle and wilding
pines and rowans. This work could be
done immediately.

The former, more recent small planta-
tion site [immediately east of the skid
site):

Keep monitoring the vegetation trends.
Attempt to penetrate the tangle, and
assess the presence and condition of
any native plant regeneration.

Balance of property, and downwind (i.e.,
largely the north-east):

My personal recommendation is to
eliminate any potential source of wild-
ing trees immediately. The group of
Douglas fir and line of larches need to
be killed before they set seed. There
has already been a recommendation
made to the club by Les Cleveland and
Botany Professor Alan Mark, that the
trees be killed without felling. The
dead standing trees will provide nurs-
ery conditions for native establish-
ment, although blackberry will have to
be controlled.

Richard Pettinger
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Ben Rudds -

By David Barnes

The Club acquired the Ben Rudd
property in the late 1940's. As I
understand it, the property was
purchased from Rudd’s estate us-
ing money lent by a member, and
the loan was subsequently for-
given. The reasons for purchase
were twofold. Firstly, to prevent the
Water Department securing the en-
tire Silverstream catchment and
locking it up. Secondly, to jump on
the forestry bandwagon. I think we
can say that the first reason proved
to be successful. However the Wa-
ter Department no longer has a
fortress mentality, and the land
tenure is not as homogenous as it
could be. This particular bogey-
man has therefore run away. The
second reason proved, in hind-
sight, to be a failure - some would

Past It's Use-By Date??

verpeaks County Council. We
weren’t just a bunch of townies
from over the hill, we were a
ratepayer. This certainly proved
valid in the Silverpeaks planning
hearings in the early 1280s. How-
ever, Dunedin City now extends to
the Rock and Pillars, and the club-
roomsg are in the city. Furthermore,
the legal distinction between
ratepayers and residents no longex
exists. The majority of club mem-
bers reside in Dunedin City.

So, are there any valid reasons to
retain the property?. I don’t see
any. The reality is that to achieve
the desirable outcome of managing
the property in a manner compati-
ble with adjacent reserves is going
to require ongoing input of either
labour or cash in substantial quanti-
ties. I’'ve been to plenty of Ben
Rudd’s work-parties - clearing
tracks, planting seedlings and cut-

say a disaster. Despite bursts of ting Christmas trees. They are not

enthusiasm, a club which has the
majority of active members in-
volved for under five years is not
suited to a sustained 30 year pro-
ject. This, together with the land-
locked location, meant that we
were lucky to get out of the forestry
venfure with any money.

A third reason for retaining the
property that has been raised in the
past was that owning a property
gave us a voice with the Sil-

well supported. Fair enough, most
of us would rather be tramping.
The alternative nom-labour inten-
sive option, spraying, is expensive.
Prices floated around this year in-
volve using 2/3 of the Ben Rudd
Fund (the tree money). Where
does this money come from next
time?. Do you want to go fund-
raising for Tordon?. Again, most of
us would rather be tramping.
Spraying is also an option that does
not lie comfortably with the envi-
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ronmental scruples of many mem-
bers.

In essence, owning our own con-
servation reserve/environmental
project/property speculation pro-
ject/millstone (depending on your
perspective) is not a tramping
club’s core business. And yes, I am
aware of clause 3(b)(‘to protect the
flora and fauna and natural features
of the country’) of our Constitution.
The problem is, most of us are not
interested in implementing it this
directly.

If the club considers the property
to be an asset, it needs {o ask “what
value is added to the club by the
continued ownership of the prop-
erty?”. If there isn’t a significant
answer, it’s time it went. But I'm not
suggesting auctioning it to the
highest bidder or abandoening it.
Any disposal could be subject to
stringent covenants requiring on-
going management in a manner ac-
ceptable to the club. I don’t believe
the property is saleable - particu-
larly with strings attached. I'm ad-
vocating giving it away. In some
circumstances, I can even see merit
in giving it away with all or some of
the money in the Ben Rudd Fund.
Now, who could we give it to?. I see
three potential groups. Firstly, For-
est and Bird or similar groups. F &
B already have an active interest in
the property. Their Kiwi Conserva-
tion Club has done more work
there than club members in recent
years, and the society has received
grants for re-vegetation and weed
control work there. They also al-

ready own a network of reserves.
Secondly the DCC or DoC. Given
that there has been some concern
in the club about accountability
and hidden agendas from these or-
ganisations if would be necessary
for any covenants to be carefully
constructed. I note that the Sil-
verpeaks Scenic Reserve Manage-
ment Plan includes a map of poten-
tial additions, which includes our
property.

Thirdly, those club members with
an active interest in re-vegetation
projects and weed control (all of
whom are welcome to practise on
my garden whenever they feel an
urge) or with a particular interest in
the property could form a club or
trust - say the Ben Rudd Society Inc.
- with the aim of maintaining/pre-
serving/developing the property.
This scenario is one for which I
would definitely advocate the
handing over of a large sum of cash
with the land. Such an organisation
would enable the members of the
Otago Tramping and Mountaineer-
ing Club Inc. to continue {ramping
and mountaineering, and let the
members of the Ben Rudd Society
Inc. carry on Ben Rudding to their
heart’s content.

Ben Rudds’ is past it's use by date.
Lets get rid of it now, but let's en-
sure we do so responsibly.
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Ren Rudds - |

by Henriette Rawlings

I first visited the Club’s prop-
erty at Ben Rudds as a young child
in the 1960’s, alongside my family
as part of the Family Tramping
Croup of the Club. The group had
an official trip there on an annual
basis and I well remember the
billy being boiled over a roaring
fire on many a winter afternoon
over the years. It was here that 1
first became interested in the out-
doors and tramping and it is again
to the same OTMC property at
Ben Rudds that I have brought my
own children to infroduce them to
a piece of the outdoors that is
close at hand to our home in
Dunedin, easily accessible for
those both young and old, yet re-
tains the peace, serenity and
beauty that is New Zealand’s out-
doors.

I and others like myself within the
Club regard Ben Rudds as a won-
deriul asset to the Club, being
situated where it is and having
early links as it does with the Club
in its formative years. Ben Rudds
has served the Club well over the
51 years we have owned the prop-
erty as a foothold within Dunedin
environs, giving us a right of ac-
cess to land which might other-

wise have been closed to the pub-
lic, and serving as a useful negoti-
ating tool on several occasions as
well as its use as an inviting piece
of the outdoors. As a, dare I say,
intelligent, yet sceptical onlooker
of the local political scene, I do
not believe that former threats to
this piece of property and its sur-
rounds have vanished into thin
air, local bodies are no mozre to be
trusted than their counterparts in
central government. I am not
lulled into a sense of security by
what may seem to be today.

I am aware that over my time as a
Club member there has been
much debate over the manage-
ment and future of the Club prop-
erty at Ben Rudds. Records indi-
cate to me however that despite
the efforts of David Barnes as the
mover of many remits to have the
Club rid itself of the property on
more than one occasion, that Club
members have seen f{it fo vote
against such proposals in large
numbers, recognising the value of
the property to the Club,

Gorse and broom have not
marred my enjoyment of this
property - the view is still as good
and the tranquillity as life gets
even busier, valued all the more.
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As a member of the Club and
lover of the outdoors, I see a role

Bird Group are not interested in
taking the property over. If cur-

for those that take advantage of rent Club members can sadly see

what the outdoors has to offer, in
giving something back to it. Ireap
the benefits by using tracks and
huts that have been put in and
maintained by others over the
vears and so feel that I too can
give something back in similar
form so that others likewise may
enjoy what I have. Being a Tramp-
ing Club member as I see it is not
just about heading off into the hills
on the odd weekend - its about
putting something back into the
hills too. When I first joined the
OTMC, there was a requirement
that prospective members under-
take two work parties with the
Club before being eligible for
membership - i.e.: puiting some-
thing back in.

I believe that the Club property at
Ben Rudds can be considered as
an asset well into the future with a
proper management plan to con-
tain the gorse, broom and other
noxious weeds that obviously
many in the Club are concerned
about. The use of Periodic Deten-
tion workers as labour could well
be one of the options here.

Proposals to give the property to
the DCC or DoC are not an option
as I see if for aforementioned rea-
sons. Information from a reliable
source is that the local Forest and

no value in the property then per-
haps, as has been suggested, a
Trust formed by those of us who
do see that value may be the an-
swer.

For me the spirit of many former
Club members walk at Ben Rudds
and it is sad to hear that few active
current members have even vis-
ited this property. However, it can
be said that my family amongst
many other past active members
avail themselves of the opportu-
nity on a regular basis and value
this property as a link with the
Club past and present. I chal-
lenge those of you that have
never visited the property or have
not been for many a year to go
and look at what you are consider-
ing disposing of - picture yourself
with a young family if you don’t
currently have one or as a fram-
per in your twilight years and then
tell me to my face that this prop-
erty has no value to the Club -as a
current student of Economics I
will still suggest to you to take
your ‘blinkers’ off.
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by Bruce Moore
Life Member

[ have been asked to wrxite a short
piece in favour of the Club retaining
ownership of our property. Else-
where you will read the historical
background, a proposed manage-
ment programme and thought’'s on
removing it from the club’s assets.

Being in the over 60’s age group you
may think [ have a nerve in writing
for the property’s retention. And I
agree. I am now past my useiul date.

The club is almost 75 years old -
quite an achievement - and for 50
years Ben Rudds has been an impozr-
tant part of the Club’s life. In the
early years many of us used Ben
Rudds, and it probably encouraged
others to become intevested in
tramping.

Mistakes have been made and I
guess we are paying the price now,
but Richard’s thoughts on manage-
ment warrant close attention. The
property is unique in many ways,
flora, fauna and ownership. Once
sold or given away in haste, it is
gone forever. If the Covernment
managed to obtain control through
the DCC, Dol or the like, where
would this piece of privately owned
land end up?. A safe alternative, if

necessary, could be the Forest and
Bird society.

WHERE 1s THE CLUB’S VisioN?

Should we sell off our other assets,
i.e. Club huts and Clubrooms, 50 we
can concentrate on tramping and
climbing and having more members
out in the hills, valleys and moun-
tains?

1 know there are many people who
tramp. Many are not members of this
Club. How can we atiract them? If
Ben Rudds became a scenic reserve
would we succeed?. Probably not.
However if invited to tramp, clear or
construct a track, or look affer the
flora on a privately owned 112 acre
tramping domain, maybe the answer
would be ‘yes’.

Has the possibility of the property
being used for mountain bikes been
thought of?. This could happen if the
property changed ownership.

The debate on ‘to own’ or ‘not fo
own’ Ben Rudds has been a regular
occurrence in our history. If we re-
tain it now, let’s agree to keep it for
the next ten years!!.

Bruce Moore
Life Member
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will be an excellent opportunity to view the property, and look at the issues we are
now facing. Some newer members have never been to the property, or are unaware
of the location. The Committee urge all members to visit the property before the EGM
on the 13th of November.

The open day will commence at 10am and run through to 4pm. The intention is for
people to make their own way to the property at a time that suits them. We will have
people on site who can point out the various parts of the property. People can make a
day of it, with Flagstaff offering many other walking opportunities from the Ben Rudd

property.

The most direct route to Ben Rudd’s is via the firebreak which leaves from the Bullring
on the Whare Flat Road. Looking towards Flagstaff from the Bullting carpark, the
firebreak is straight ahead - the steep 4WD looking track. Follow the firebreak for
about 1.5km and you will be at the old skid site.

Other routes are from the Pineapple Track (Booth Road end), or from Swampy
Summit, or even from below the property at Whare Flat.

Once at the property, you are welcome to spend the day (bring the family). If the
weather is nice, a picnic lunch would be an excellent idea.

The map overleaf shows the location of the property. For further information about the
open day, please contact Antony Pettinger, phone 4737 924,

This supplement on the Ben Rudd property has only been made possible due to the 1
contributions the various authors have made to it. On behalf of the OTMC |
Committee, I would like to pass on the Clubs appreciation to Richard, Peter, David, '§
Henriette and Bruce for their contributions. Special thanks to Ron Keen, for the use (f!
of the “History of Ben Rudds’. as appeared in the 1973 edition of *Outdoors’. ik

A lot of work has been done in preparing for the EGM - please support it!!

Antony Pettinger.
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