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1 INTRODUCTION  

1.1 My full name and qualifications are Alexander Stephenson Familton. BVSc, 

MANZCVS.  I am a  

 large animal veterinarian – in practice in Canterbury and North Otago. 1962 – 1981.  

 ANZ Vet Assoc Council Member - President 1970. 

 Lincoln University Senior Lecturer – Animal Health and Management 1981-98. 

 Veterinary Consultant Ancrum Consultancies 1998 – present.  Working on trials with 

Animal Health Companies – UNDP North Korea (2004) – Large Animal Consultant.   

 Member NZ Equine Research Committee (on going). Animal Ethics Committee NZ 

Veterinary Representative 1982 to present. 

 Joint owner of a life style block presently running both horses and sheep. 

1.2 In this hearing I am providing evidence on behalf of Fulton Hogan Land Development 

Ltd (FHLD). I have been asked to undertake a site visit and  using my experience and 

skills to express my opinion on whether or not the proposed zoning of a small 

remaining part (identified on Annexure A) of the FHLD site will have any detrimental 

effect on stock in particular horses grazing on the adjoining land . 

1.3 I have read the Code of Conduct for Expert Witnesses contained in the Environment 

Court Practice Note 2014 and agree to comply with it.  In that regard I confirm that this 

evidence is written within my area of expertise, except where otherwise stated, and 

that I have not omitted to consider material facts known to me that might alter or 

detract from the opinions expressed.  

2 FHLD SUBMISSIONS 

2.1 FHLD submissions relate to the zoning of land on Planning Map 44 and the 

associated Outline Development Plan (ODP) at Appendix 8.6.6 of the Subdivision 

Chapter. The ODP identifies the site (the site) being the remaining part of the 

development to the west of Knight Stream. The site is included in the residential 

subdivision development known as Knight Stream Park.  

2.2 The changes with the site described above are identified within the evidence of Mr 

Gregory Dewe which I have read. 

2.3 The surrounding land areas I have inspected and considered for the purpose of my 

assessment are identified in Annexure A attached to this evidence.  

 

2.4 In undertaking my assessment I have taken into account the fact the Southern 

Motorway has received approval from a Board of Inquiry process but remains to be 

constructed. 
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2.5 I have looked at and considered the motor way plans that have been provided to me 

by FHLD representatives that depict parts of the motor way that will soon be 

constructed and be in operation. Those parts are located adjacent to both Knight 

Stream Park and the land areas identified in Annexure A. 

3 SUMMARY 

3.1 In my opinion, the properties within the surrounding land area in question should be 

able to maintain the present status of rural farming activities with minimal disturbance 

from the proposed FHLD zoning proposal.  The Motorway development both its 

construction and operation in the area will possibly be of greater significance in terms 

of disturbance of rural farm activities. 

3.2 The area which is now being proposed by the Christchurch City  for residential 

development on the FHLD site will be separated from adjoining properties by between 

20 – 30 metres which distance includes roading, easements and plantings.  

3.3 I would consider the disturbance to stock by noise or presence of people undertaking 

activities expected within a residential area to be no greater than it is at present.  

Animals adapt rapidly to changes in their surroundings and as long as animal welfare 

requirements are met I do not anticipate any untoward problems occurring. I would 

expect that the outcomes achieved for the animals under the present rural life style 

systems will be maintained. There will in my view be no change. 

4 ASSESSMENT 

4.1 On the 22 August 2015, I drove down John Paterson Drive and identified the 

surrounding properties in question. Because of constraints on access to these 

properties, visualisation of stock numbers and pasture quality was not possible except 

for Bromac Lodge where horses could be observed grazing adequate pasture. I noted 

the horses were at ease with their surroundings despite Highway noise.  

4.2 I, then, inspected the area proposed for FHDL development on foot together with the 

FHLD manager, particularly the area which adjoins the Sword and Harcourt 

properties.  

4.3 The only livestock we observed were horses, ewes and lambs on the Sword property, 

which appeared at ease and unreactive to our presence. What pasture I could see 

appeared to be of reasonable quality and with supplementation would be capable of 

providing the animals’ nutritional requirements. Given the time of year and the 

seasonal growth patterns, I would describe these areas, in my opinion, as capable of 

supporting livestock at acceptable stocking rates despite any reasonable 

disturbances. 

4.4 The distance between the FHLD site and the adjoining properties was examined and I 

took some photos (see Photos 1 and 2 below).   
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Photo 1: Distance between the edge of the site through one fence, across the Sword 

Driveway to the other fence where horses are grazing.  

4.5 As identified in photo 1, the distance between the Sword Land property grazing areas 

and the proposed residential site boundary was between 20 and 30 metres with 

fences and a driveway being located within that separation distance. The Sword 

property bounds land on the south side with 4 Busch Lane residential properties 

separated only by a fence/shelter belt, upon which it is reported that no rural farming 

activity is undertaken.  

4.6 By way of comparison I note that within the Prebbleton and Halswell areas there are 

numerous grazing properties where horses are bred, trained or agisted on both 2 and 

4 hectare sections as well as larger areas.  I am unaware of any reported instances of 

concern that the horses in that location had been or are being adversely affected by 

the close proximity of residential activity.  

4.7 The distance between the Harcourt property and the FHLD site is at least 30 metres 

and includes the new access road for the John Paterson Drive landholders. The 

presence of a substantial and mature shelter belt on the eastern side of the Harcourt 

property will prevent visual contact with the FHLD site.  The shelter belt is about 3 - 4 

metres high and extends from the residence area to the Crown Land bordering the 

Motorway.  The shelter belt and fence between the residence and the proposed 

development is approximately 2 metres in height, as illustrated in photo 2. 

Visualisation of stock and the grazing area was not possible. In my opinion, stock in 

this area should not be affected by the envisaged changes. In simple terms given the 

distances involved and the presence of shelter belts and fences I think any stock 

including horses would be well protected by both screening and distance isolation.  
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 Photo 2: Boundary fence between Harcourt property and FHLD site.  

4.8 I can see very little difference in terms of effects on stock behaviour between what has 

been occurring in this area in the past, where residential properties backed directly on 

to grazing areas and the proposed zoning changes. 

4.9 Visual and auditory contact between these gazing animals and vehicles and people is 

commonplace.  It would appear that there is little difference in the reporting of 

traumatic incidents between these blocks located in very close proximity to residential 

activity and blocks of land with horses grazing located in a true rural area. I also 

observe that a large standard-bred stud where mares are foaled and bred is located 

south of Prebbleton adjacent to a major road. This does not appear to create a 

problem. 

4.10  It is accepted that during the construction stage of the proposed residential area on 

the FHLD site there will be increased noise and activity. However, I expect given the 

nature of land development construction that the activity will increase over a period of 

time. Generally I would expect the activity to comprise noise from earth moving 

construction machines. Apart from start-up, while in motion most of these machines 

cause reasonably constant engine noise out-puts. Moving of and dumping of soils and 

over burden into stock piles can be noisy but I would not characterise it as crashes 

and loud bangs against a relatively quiet background. The nature of this noise 

particularly it being a constant is important as horses in particular can be startled by 

unexpected loud noises against a quiet background. Some horses when they 

experience such noise can become frightened and seek to escape by running away 

from the noise source. 

4.11  I do not expect such types of noises to arise from either the construction activity on 

the FHLD site and I am even more satisfied that normal residential activities would not 
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give rise to this type of noise.  In any event, the distance between the surrounding 

land blocks and the presence of fencing and vegetation screening will be of significant 

benefit in ensuring any noise does not frighten the livestock. 

4.12 The construction activity will however occur over a limited and finite period of time. 

How long that activity will take I am unsure of.  

4.13 Also the gradual change over time both during construction and occupation will 

provide an adjustment period. In most circumstances, animals adjust readily to 

changes in their environment and I cannot foresee any major problems during either 

phase, construction or occupation. 

 

 

Alexander Stephenson Familton  

 

Dated this 27 of August 2015 

 



      Annexure A 

 
NB: Martin Harcourt is submitter number 2477 
 
Annexure A – Evidence of Alexander Stephenson Familton- Fulton Hogan Land Development submission - #2097   
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