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1 INTRODUCTION  

1.1 My full name is Alexander Stephenson Familton. I have prepared a statement of 

evidence in chief in respect of the submission made by Fulton Hogan Land 

Development Limited (FHLD). I have read the evidence of Mr Graham Taylor on 

behalf of the John Patterson Drive residents and the evidence in chief and rebuttal 

evidence of Gregory John Dewe on behalf of FHLD and make the following 

comments.  

2 Mr Taylor’s evidence reviews the properties of A Pan & S Tsun Yu (Yu), RJ & CB 

Sissons (Sissons), Bromac Lodge, Martin Harcourt and Mercantile Trust (in my 

evidence in chief I referred to this property as the Sword property).  

3 I can confirm that during my site visit on the 22 August 2015 looked at each of the 

properties to try to determine what farm activities took place on the sites. Because 

of constraints of access to these properties my assessment of the activities 

occurring on the property owned by the Yu’s and the Sissons was undertaken from 

the road. 

4 While I have only been to these properties once, the impression I gained was that 

all of the properties referred to in Mr Taylors evidence are rural lifestyle blocks, 

used for low intensity grazing of sheep, some cattle and horses.  

5 The description of farming used in Mr Taylor’s evidence is very broad and general. 

This is not helpful in the understanding how specific impacts will arise due to the 

residential development of FHLD land.  

6 In paragraph 36 of Mr Taylors evidence, he notes what the John Patterson Drive 

residents consider effects of the FHLD development will be. These being; 

(a) Reduced rural outlook and amenity 

(b) Conflicts with rural farming activity 

(c) Disturbance of valuable livestock 

(d) Wandering dogs 

(e) Restrictions on future rural use (spraying/noise/burning etc.) 

6.2 My response is as follows.  

Reduced rural outlook and amenity 

7 Of the properties mentioned in Mr Taylor’s evidence, only two are overlooking the 

FHLD residential development, these properties are owned by Harcourt and 

Mercantile Trust. The changes proposed by FHLD will affect a very small section of 

the total boundary.  

8 Both the properties owned by Harcourt and the Mercantile Trust have 

fences/shelterbelts that will prevent visual contact with the FHLD site. So there will 
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be no change of the rural outlook from these properties. The other properties 

mentioned in Mr Taylor’s evidence do not look out to the FHLD site.  

9 The proposed planting and other changes suggested by FHLD will ensure that rural 

outlook is maintained and will provide a secure environment for animals.   

10 In my opinion the distance between the properties and the FHLD development is 

more than sufficient to provide appropriate separation. Further, I have reviewed 

the ODP provided by Mr Dewe is his evidence in chief and I think that  the buffer 

zone detailed on that ODP is sufficient to address the issues raised by the John 

Paterson Drive residents.  

Conflicts with rural farming activity and restrictions on future rural use 

11 As mentioned above, the rural farming activity occurring on the properties referred 

to in Mr Taylor’s evidence are predominately for rural lifestyle. It appears that there 

land is used for low level grazing of livestock.  

12 Mr Taylor in his evidence, has stated that the owners use the sites for rural 

activities including horse breeding, agistment, grazing, hay production and 

associate activities. Mr Taylor further states that there will be a restriction on future 

rural use, including spraying, burning and noise.  

13 While I am not an expert in farming, I own a lifestyle block on which I undertake a 

number of farming practices. In my opinion, I think that when spraying occurs on 

pasture, farmers are scrupulous to prevent damage to other plants or surrounding 

properties. For this reason I think that any concerns about spray drift are 

negligible.  

14 Further, I do not think that burning of vegetation will occur on these sites as it is 

not common farming practice on lifestyle blocks. In any event restrictions on 

burning can be adequately managed through a fire permitting regime for small 

burning of vegetation. I accept that hay production may occur on these properties, 

but was unable to assess this at this time of year. The noise involved with hay 

production is minimal and is likely I think to be masked by traffic from the 

Southern Motorway.  

Disturbance of valuable livestock 

15 As I have mentioned in my evidence in chief, I consider that there will be minimal 

disturbance to any livestock, valuable or otherwise. There are a number of other 

areas within Canterbury where there has been residential encroachment of 

traditionally rural land. Domestic animals, such as horses, adapt rapidly to changes 

in their surroundings when common sense is used in their management.  

16 In my opinion, the construction of the Southern Motorway will be a more serious 

situation for residents to manage stock disturbance. Once this is completed animals 

will readily adjust to the new environment.  
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Wandering dogs 

17 In my opinion, wandering dogs can occur with or without residential development. 

There are many examples in Canterbury where residential activity has occurred 

next to rural activities. However in these areas dog control is I think adequately 

managed through owners being aware of their dog control responsibilities.  
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