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Dear Sir/Madam

Please find attached a Submission on Proposed Plan Change 7 to the Canterbury Land and Water
Regional Plan in respect of our client Neville Thompson.

Regards

Grant Edmundson
Partner

Email: grant@helmores-law.co.nz
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9 Good Street, P O Box 44, Rangiora, North Canterbury, New Zealand, 7440
T+6433118008 | F+6433118011 www.helmores-law.co.nz
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; www.halmores-law.co.nz

CONFIDENTIALITY The information contained in this communication is confidential and may be legally privileged. If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any use, dissemination, distribution or reproduction of this message is prohibited. If
you have received this communication in error please notify us immediately and delete the original message and all attachments.
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Submission on Proposed Plan
Change 7 to the Canterbury

Land and Water Regional Plan .
Submitter ID:

File No:

Return your signed submission by 5.00pm Friday 13 September 2019 to:
Proposed Plan Change 7 to the Land and Water Regional Plan
Environment Canterbury
PO Box 345
Christchurch 8140

Full Name: NEVILLE THOMPSON Phone {(Hm}: 03312 0047

Organisation*: Phone {Wk):

* the organisation that this submission is made on behalf of
Postal Address: 47 Warwick Road, RD 5, Rangiora Phone (Cell): 027 646 4543
Postcode: 7475

Email: neville linda.t@pgmail.com Fax: N/A

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

plant 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:
{ could not gain an advantage in trade completion through this submission; or

D { could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
If you have ticked this box, please select one of the following:
| am directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission

D [ am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission

o ) ‘
Signature: y /- ;Q %W Date: / ?{/ o<t Zzé‘*/fi

(Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making the submission}

Please note:
(1) aft information contained in a submission under the Resource Management Act 1991, including names and address for service, becomes public information.

| do not wish to be heard in support of my submission; or

| do wish to be heard in support of my submission; and if so,

L

{ would be prepared to consider presenting my submission in a joint case with other making a similar submission
at any hearing






Schedule 1

Submission in regards to Plan Change 7 to
the Canterbury Land and Water Regional Plan

This submission has been prepared and is submitted by me, Neville Thompson on behalf of myself and my wife
Linda Thompson in respect of the Plan Change 7 (“Plan”) to the Canterbury Land and Water Regional Plan.
Myself and my wife own the following enterprise and are duly authorised to make this submission.

1. Address: 2245 Carleton Road, Oxford, Waimakariri District, Canterbury
Land Size: 322.6 hectares
Land Use: 750 cows. Dairy unit within the nitrate priority sub-area E.
Irrigation: The property is fully irrigated using water from the Waimakariri Irrigation Limited
Scheme.

Reasons for Submission

A. To ensure our farming operation systems remain environmentally sustainable is a top priority. We
believe it is important that farming in our district remains profitable to ensure that environmental
initiatives can be met. It is our worry that if the Plan comes into force in totality, then the sub-area E
properties of the Waimakariri District will become uneconomic parcels of land. My concern is that the
Plan did not take into consideration the level of investment required to achieve these proposed changes
and they will have a profound effect on the future of our farm.

Submission
It is submitted:
1. Submission 1

1.1 We understand the Waimakariri Irrigation Limited and Next Generation Farmers Group are
making submissions. We support these submissions.

2. Submission 2 — Waimakariri Section 8 including definitions of nitrate priority sub area and Table 8-9
OPPOSE
2.1 We oppose the individual zones and believe they are not financially viable. We suggest the
deletion of sub areas from section 8 and instead encompass the area with one “light blue” zone
(sub-area A).

3. Submission 3 — Policy 8.4.35
SUPPORT
3.1  We support the monitoring and testing of on farm nitrate diffusion in order to adequately make
an informed decision moving forward.

4, Submission 4 — Policy 8.4.25 to 8.4.29 and Rules 8,5.21 to 8.5.29
4.1  We believe the reductions above GMP are not financially viable and the Plan fails to take into
account the historic investments individual farmers had made for the environment. We suggest
the deletion of the requirement for reductions in Table 8-9 after 1 January 2030 after which
paint the science will aid a review of whether it is necessary for further nitrate reductions post
1 January 2030.

initials;ﬂ{ﬁ :
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Economic and Financial Implications

The financial impact of the Policies and Rules encompassed in Plan Change 7 will have a large detrimental effect
to the viability of our property. To date, we have upgraded the effluent system at a cost already of $250,000.00.
We have also upgraded from 4 rotovators to 6 pivots with soil moisture monitoring to ensure efficient use of
water costing $1 million. Further reductions would require further capital investment that our operation will be
unable to support. Our profitability will halve even meeting the 2030 targets leading to reduced staffing,
reduced investments and new technology and will have dire financial consequences.

Concluding Remarks

The Nitrate Priority Area should not distinguish between the various sub-areas.

We need to ensure that robust monitoring is in place over the next 10 years, with data shared transparently by
all stakeholders to ensure that all farmers are able to adjust their enterprises to meet the future demands. An

element of fairness, transparency and collaboration now needs to be adopted, energetically supported by ECan.

Farmers in sub-area E should not be unduly “punished” but should be allowed the opportunity to meet the
reductions up to 2030.

Thank you for considering this submission.
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