From: Roger Hamilton

To: Mailroom Mailbox

Subject: Plan Change 7 to the LWRP Subm
Date: Friday, 13 September 2019 11:20:14 AM
Hello ECan,

Please receive my submission on the above .

Thank

Kind Regards
Roger Hamilton
25 Rydal St
Christchurch 8025

Submission on Proposed Plan FOR OFFICE USE DHLY
Change T to the Canterbury Land and

Water Regional Plan
Submitter ID:

Farm 8§: Submissions on a Publicly Notified Proposed .
Policy Statement or Regicnsl Pht'llrn.u-ndnt.larm Sof TR

Schedule 1 of the Reseurcs Management Act 1581

Return your signed submission by 5.00 pm Friday 13 Ssptember 2019 to:
»  Proposed Plan Change T 1 the Land and Water Regional Plan
Emaronmend Canterury
P O Box 345
Cheisichanch 8140
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[ consider that the consultation documents and process for Pion Changes 2 and 7 fo be inodequate, and there-
[fare the process showld be hoited and the Plan Chownpes resubmitted for consultehian.

The danger te clesn water in Christchurch of nitrates leeching Into the water systems is difieult to understand,

and there has mot been adequate public discussion of the dangers and possibie soluticns: the contuitation dogy-
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i 3% requined by bhe Canterbuny Water Management Strategy.

I oppase in principle the proposed chonges that will allow an increase to the econptoble fewels of altrate-N
within the Chrigtchurch oquifier system.
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From: Alanna Hollier

To: Tavisha Fernando
Subject: FW: Submission enlargement - Roger Hamilton
Date: Monday, 7 October 2019 10:31:54 AM

From: Roger Hamilton <rbhamilt@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, 3 October 2019 1:25 PM

To: Alanna Hollier <Alanna.Hollier@ecan.govt.nz>

Subject: Submission enlargement - Roger Hamilton

Hello Allana,

Thanks for the call a wee while ago.

I have blown up the submission, and it is now on 4 pages, hopefully so you can read it.
Thanks very much,

Kind Regards

Roger Hamilton
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Submission on Proposed Plan FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
Change 7 to the Canterbury Land and
Water Regional Plan
Submitter ID:
Form &: Submissions on a Publicly Notifled Proposed File No:
Policy Statement or Regional Plan under Clausa § of
Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991

Retumn your signed submission by 6§.00 pm Friday 13 September 2019 to:
- Proposed Plan Change 7 to the Land and Water Regional Plan
- Environment Canterbury
- POBox345
- Ghristchurch 8140
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Trade Competition .
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I consider that the consultation documents and process for Plan Changes 2 and 7 to be Inadequate, and there- Q{@a_ﬁ.
fore the process should be halted and the Plan Changes resubmitted for consultation.

The danger to clean water in Christchurch of nitrates leeching into the water systems is difficult to understand,
and there has not been adequate public discussion of the dangers and possible solutions: the consultation docu-
ments are inadequate for this purpose. Effected communities cannot be said to have been involved in the pro-
cess as required by the Canterbury Water Management Strategy.

I oppose In principle the proposed changes that will allow an increase to the acceptable levels of nitrate-N
within the Christchurch aquifer system.

Effects of increased nitrate concentrations
Elevated nitrate concentrations affect the health of people. High nitrates in drinking water can cause blue baby syndrome

which may result in death. it also increases instances of colorectal cancer.

Mitrates are toxic to aguatic animals at much lower concentrations than they are to humans. Increasing nitrate concentra-
tions will decrease the amount of sultable avallable habitat for our aquatic species, This will impact on blodiversity and rec-
reation values. Single cell organisms right up to complex fish species support water ecosystems through water purification.
Increasing nitrate concentrations in our groundwater and contamination of Christehurch’s aquifers could result in patentially
significant health, economic and environmental effects

The obligations of decision makers
As a UN member, New Zealand is signatory to its declarations and Is expected by the New Zealand people and the global

community to adhere to UN principles. Under the Resource Management Act, Environment Canterbury has delegated au-
thority to act on behalf of the government to protect our natural resources and is obligated to act in accordance with these
same principles.

Key among the UN principles is the Precdutionary Principle. When there |s reasonable susplcion of harm, decision-makers
need to apply precaution and consider the degree of uncertainty that appears from sclentific evaluation.



There is an ever-increasing understanding of, and evidence recognising the negative impacts caused by elevated nitrate con- M
centrations.
Principle 15 of the 1992 Rio Declaration states that where there are threats of serious or ireversible damage, lack of full

sclentific certainty shall not be used as a reason for postponing cost-effective measures to prevent environmental degrada-
tion.
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