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Please find attached 11 submissions on Plan Change 5.
If you require anything else, please don’t hesitate to contact me.
Keri
Keri Johnston | Natural Resources Engineer, Director
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Submission on Proposed Plan Change 5 to the Canterbury Land and Water Regional Plan
Form 5: Submissions on a Publically Notified Proposed Policy Statement or Regional Plan under Clause 6 of
Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991

Full Name: Nat Small
Postal Address: 36 Gormans Road, Haka Valley, RD1, Kurow
Email:

Phone (Hm): 034360590
Postcode: 9498

nsmall@xtra.co.nz

Contact name and postal address for service of person making submission (if different from above):

Trade Competition
Pursuant to Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991, a person who could gain an advantage in trade
competition through the submission may make a submission only if directly affected by an effect of the proposed
policy statement or plan that:
a) adversely affects the environment; and
b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.
Please tick the sentence that applies to you:
o
o

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission; or
I could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
If you have ticked this box please select one of the following:
o I am directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission
o I am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission

Signature:

Date:11 March 2016

(Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making the submission)
Please note: (1) all information contained in a submission under the Resource Management Act 1991, including names and addresses for
service, becomes public information.

My Submission:
I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

About me and my farm:










My name is Nat Small I have lived in the Hakataramea Valley all my life. I am an active part
of the local community. Two of my children attend Kurow Area School.
My family and I farm a 4500 hectare, sheep and beef and crop farm. The farm has been in our
family since the 1950’s.
Under the operative Land and Water Regional Plan (LWRP), my farm is located in an orange
nutrient allocation zone, which I understand to mean that water quality outcomes are at risk
of not being met.
Under PC5, the majority of the farm is in the Hakarataramea Flat Zone, with a small percentage
in the Haktaramea River Zone.
My farm is dryland with 4 water consents yet to be implmented due to issues sorting out the
use of stored water.
My water permits require me to have a Farm Environment Plan, and are also subject to a very
comprehensive suite of water quality conditions relating to fencing, riparian management and
shelter belts. These will have to be complied with when I give effect to the water permits.
I have had my Overseer N baseline determined using v6.1.2, and it is 7kg/ha/year.

My understanding of the community process and expected outcomes from Section 15B of Plan Change
5 (Waitaki Sub-Region):






Provided my farm had implemented and was operating under the industry agreed Good
Management Practice (GMP), then I would be able to continue to farm as I have been.
Expectations around GMP would be defined within the plan, and would include a range of
practices and outcomes, not just focused on Nitrogen. This is particularly important for the
Hakataramea River as sediment and phosphorus from wind-blown soils are considered to be
a large nutrient source.
This would not require a resource consent unless under irriagation.
The emphasis was not on Overseer outputs, but rather actual water quality in our rivers and
streams. This is of huge importance to the Hakataramea Valley community as water quality
in the Hakataramea River is beginning to show a declining trend. Coupled with potential
further abstraction compounding already low river flows, declining water quality has the
potential to impact on the farming community as a whole.

Reasons for my Submission:








The plan is difficult to understand in its entirety. I have had to seek expert advice to help
understand the plan and where I fit in.
Most farmers would require a consent to farm and obviously seasonal fluctuations can’t be
prepared for.
The accuracy of Overseer is of great concern as is the fact that it can be manipulated.
This is not the outcome that was agreed upon within our community after over 2 years of
meetings. The community was united in wanting to ensure the long term health of the
Hakataramea River and it appears this plan does not do this.
I feel the community will be confused and disillusioned by the consultation process. This
naturally leads to a feeling of distrust. Basically I think this shows that our community has no
voice when it comes to their own environment.









A discharge consent was given out in the middle of the community consultation process [ an
insult to the whole process] – and now this discharge consent affords those subject to it a level
of protection and potentially at the expense of the river. We believed that Hakataramea River
Zone was to be severely restricted and now this discharge consent proves that this is not the
case.
The plan does not allow for any further development for dryland farmers. There appears to be
a total disregard for dryland farming profitability and investment.
Community expectations were that there would be ‘room to wriggle’ for low emitters.
It also appears that the map of ‘near river’ is being used for a different purpose from the
original – it’s now ‘consent to farm’.
To have a requirement for consent on over 20 hectares on dryland green feed for cattle
unrelated to farm size is totally unfair to large extensive properties.
Why should the minority farming practices be allowed to significantly affect the farming
practices of the majority? Particularly because the minority is operating on light soils next to
the river.

What I seek from my submission


I am aware that the Waitaki Irrigators Collective, as part of their submission, has proffered an
alternate rule framework that is simple, workable and enforceable, and does not result in
obscene numbers of additional consents being required. I wholly support their submission
and the outcomes sought.

