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Hello Team

This email came in through our Customer Services email. Can you workflow?
Nga mihi
Christine

Customer Services

------------------- Original Message ------------------From: Mr MS& Mrs AM Gilbert

Received: 7/04/2015 3:57 p.m.
To: ECInfo; Environment Canterbury; Services Customer; Services Customer
Subject: consultation document submission
SUBMISSION FORM.

Mike Gilbert

I do not wish to submit in person.
My submission is reasonably lengthy as is your document, I have tried to keep to the
order in which items appear and have noted the relevant pages in my submission.
Page 5........Changes in activity.

1. I would only add that where changes are

necessary because of contamination otherwise don't fix what aint broke. 2.
Having lived in the UK and seen the failure of "encouraging people to take the bus". The
only things that really work are subsidised fares (or free) and frequent reliable service.
The attraction of the car is comfortable seat, climate control, no close proximity of
others, entertainment to please yourself. Unless you can work toward that, save your
(our) money.

3. Have you been tasked by the electorate to undertake this? I think

not. The people who pay must have a say. You are there to serve not impose your will.
More on this later.

4. What imperative is there for this expansion in data?

Spending $7.1 million is a lot and how many benefit? It has all the hallmarks of just a
"good idea" from the office.
Page 6. Water management. Mostly sounds good except the limits on discharge who,
apart from the polluters, thought increasing the limit on nitrate levels was sensible.
Unbelievably poor management and a cave in to vested interest. When you do this sort
of thing it damages your reputation and the trust in your ability to do a job. Habitats.
Good intentions, only time will tell.

Public transport. See my comments in 2 above.

The only schemes that I have seen really work are well thought out park and ride. The

town or city to be served should have five or six well placed parking areas around the
periphery with frequent services to the centre. A reasonable all in cost for parking and
return fare is essential. One of the keys to its success is banning traffic, except busses
and emergency vehicles from the city centre. It works well in the UK and in Europe
although Europe tend toward trams instead of busses.
Page 10. Yes absolutely right to encourage better farming practice to improve water
quality. In view of the ever increasing costs on the general population moving slowly to
restoration to spread the cost is a desirable aim.
Page 11.
Page 12.

The two stream augmentation has to be of proven benefit before expanding.
Continue the work with biodiversity funding always with careful financial

oversight. The corridor idea is a useful addition which will help link the projects together
making the whole more cost effective.
Page 14. Transport. See my thoughts above. Solutions. Yes it urgently needs looking at.
The economic growth North of Christchurch is demonstrably huge. Big growth needs big
ideas. It is a major travesty that the Northern rail link is not used in any way to move
people. There is no major developed country in the world (and a few undeveloped ones)
who would ignore such an asset. It is used to move small amount of freight in relation to
its capacity, which is another aspect of road congestion, and it moves no people. This not
just a "bit of a shame" it is a major disgrace and E Can should be in the front line to
change this. It may be single track but computers deal with these problems easily.
Page 15. See my comments previously. Park and ride. Real low cost high standard
busses, Rail, light rail or tram. Push for additional ferry service for freight from the North
Island to Littleton. The trucks are wrecking the roads and clogging the traffic flow.
Page 16. You and local councils need to push back. You start out "The government
wants". Governments want but don't have to have. This is an area full of unintended

consequences despite its high ideals. Cut wood is plentiful and cheap. The alternatives
not nearly so. Your proposals just mean that the population pay more in three ways. New
expensive appliances. More expensive fuel. Insult upon insult higher rates because of the
costs you incur implementing and policing. The figures for air pollution target wood
burners but what about industry, rural activity and, of course, high particulate producing
diesel engines.
Much is made of demographic change with many more people over 65 than ever before.
This large number of people (rate payers) are generally not well off, living on savings and
super. They have to live with a meagre increase of 2% in their super and these proposals
produce figures that make that 2% look really miniscule. Continued regulation resulting
in increase taxes and costs from national and local agencies will result in a new class of
poor. Affordability and consideration of ability to pay should be your first stop on the all
the courses you so eagerly embrace. Bill English trumpets cost of living increase below
2%, E Can increase 4 to 5%, any one with a primary education can see that those figures
cannot be sustained.

Page 18.

Flood protection. You can improve the mitigation of flood risk by stopping

future expansion of dwellings on low laying land. Existing dwellings should be protected
by stop banks where ever possible.
Page 19.

Plant and pest risks. As long as the industry, usually farming, pay the cost for

the control as they are the beneficiaries of the control which in turn should improve
their bottom line.

Natural Hazard. As long as there is information about a natural

hazard and how to be prepared to deal with it no other action should be needed.

Page 20. Pollution events. Just respond to them ASAP depending on the event no need
to be hyper active
Page 22.

Nothing tells me more about your priorities than your list of organisations

you work with. Councils, Ngai Tahu, Farmers and Business. Far far too much commercial
interest. Consider the community as a whole. Most of your proposals exist because of
the problems caused by that commercial list. Community first commerce second.
Page 23.

Data sounds like another good idea". Data for data's sake is pointless and

even confusing, like statistics there are lies, great lies, and data

M. Gilbert

Waipara. 7th April 2015

