Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and Procedure) Regulations 2003

Schedule 1

Form 7

Notice of appeal to Environment Court against decision

on proposed policy statement or plan

Clause 14(1) of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

To  The Registrar
Environment Court
Auckland, Wellington, and Christchurch

1. Vaughan Henry, appeal against a decision (or part of a decision) of Timaru District Council on the

following policy statement (or plan):

SASM 44. “ o
| oo ooh o mode compeiey s
I made a submission on that policy statementi (or plan).

I received notice of the decision on 18" March 2026.

The decision was made by Timaru District Council.

The decision (or part of the decision) that I am appealing is:

e SAMA overly will remain on our property

® Proposed Timaru District Plan, Decision Part 6, Cultural Values, Sites of Significance to Maori,

Historic Heritage and Notable Trees 19" March 2026.

The reasons for the appeal are as follows:

Commissioners failed to follow up as they stated after the hearing and relied solely on Aoraki Environmental

Consulting version of events

I see the following relief: _
Remove SASM 4A from our property.

I attach the following documents* to this notice:

(a) acopy of my submission or further submission (with a copy of the submission opposed or supported

by my further submission):
(b) acopy of the relevant decision (or part of the decision):

(c)  any other documents necessary for an adequate understanding of the appeal:

(d)  alist of names and addresses of persons to be served with a copy of this notice.

% These documents must be attached and lodged with the notice in the Environment Court. The appellant does not need to at.tach a
copy of a regional or district plan or policy statement. In addition, the appellant does not need to attach copies of the subm_lssmn
and decision to the copies of the notice served on other persons if the copy served lists these documents and states that copies

may be obtained, on request, from the appellant.
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(or person authorised to sign

on behalf of appellant)
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Note to appellant

You must lodge the original and 1 copy of this notice with the Environment Court within 30 working days of
being served with notice of the decision to be appealed. The notice must be signed by you or on your behalf.
You must pay the filing fee required by regulation 35 of the Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and
Procedure) Regulations 2003.

You must serve a copy of this notice on the local authority that made the decision and on the Minister of
Conservation (if the appeal is on a regional coastal plan), within 30 working days of being served with a
notice of the decision.

You must also serve a copy of this notice on every person who made a submission to which the appeal
relates within 5 working days after the notice is lodged with the Environment Court.

Within 10 working days after lodging this notice, you must give written notice to the Registrar of the
Environment Court of the name, address, and date of service for each person served with this notice.

However, you may apply to the Environment Court under section 281 of the Resource Management Act
1991 for a waiver of the above timing or service requirements (see Form 38).

Advice to recipients of copy of notice of appeal

How to become party to proceedings

You may be a party to the appeal if you made a submission on the matter of this appeal and you lodge a
notice of your wish to be a party to the proceedings (in Form 33) with the Environment Court within
30 working days after this notice was lodged with the Environment Court.

You may apply to the Environment Court under section 281 of the Resource Management Act 1991 for a
waiver of the above timing requirements (see Form 38).



IN THE MATTER OF Resource Management Act 1991
AND

IN THE MATTER OF Proposed Timaru District Plan

Decision Report — Part 6
Cultural Values, Sites of Significance to Maori, Historic Heritage and Notable Trees

19 March 2026
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13 October, 1993

The General Manager
Timaru District Council
PO Box 522

TIMARU

Attention: Planning Department
Dear Sir,

Application for Subdivison Consent

Rural Section 37728 - Block VI Arowhenua SD
C.T.23A/187 WJT & JA Hutchison

Beach Road Seadown

General: Mr and Mrs.Hutchison wish to subdivide their
property in the manner shown on the attached plans. Lots
1 & 2 are to be retained and farmed by Mr and Mrs
Hutchison. :

In addition the Hutchisons desire to create a Rural
Living Allotment around their home and existing buildings
shown as Lot 1. This Lot 1 and Lot 3 have been inspected
for drainage purposes by Mr Polson, Timaru District
Council Health official.

We understand that Mr Polson inspected both Lots 1 & 3

when an excavator was on site to test the subscil. Mr

Polson recommends that Lot 1 have an area of 2 hectares
for drainage purposes.

subsoil testing was also carried out on Lot 3 and it was
found that the northern portion of Lot 3 is suitable for
building and drainage.

Lot 3 is to be sold to Mr and Mrs Weavers, daughter and
son—in-law of the Hutchisons.

Lot 3 has an area of 10 hectares and as such meets the
minimum area requirements for an allotment in the Rural 1
7one as described in the Strathallan District Scheme.
This Lot 3 and Lot 2 are to be used for farming purposes
and separate letters from our clients detail the farming
intentions. It is evident that raising calves is an
intense and time demanding business. The advantage of
having two families together to assist one another is
very evident in their letters.

Page - 1



Topography: The overall property is generally flat and is
intersected by drainage ditches. Historically this
farming area was very swampy and the drainage pattern
resulted in drained land being very suitable for cattle
and dairying.

A large man made drainage ditch is on the boundary
between Lots 2 and 3. This ditch has been enlarged over
the years by cleaning operations carried out by
Canterbury Regional Council. Both the present owners and
officers of Canterbury Regional Council agree that this
drainage ditch is man made and is essential for the
ongoing drainage of the land in the immediate area.

It should also be noted that this same drainage ditch is
used as an overflow channel from the Levels -Plain
Irrigation system and provides an essential outlet for
excess irrigation water.

In summary we believe that there are no waterways on the
farm that could be affected by requirements of the
Resource Management Act.

Flooding

A copy of this plan and report has been supplied to
Canterbury Regional Council requesting a report on the
risk of any potential flooding on the area of
subdivision. '

Power and Telecom Services

Both Power and Telecom services are available from Beach
Road for a new dwelling on Lot 3. The farm buildings on
Lot 1 are connected to these services.

Domestic Water

There is no piped water scheme in the area and the land
draws water from an underground supply.

The same situation will apply for Lot 3 and it will be
necessary for Mr and Mrs Weavers to apply for the right
for a water bore from Canterbury Regional Council.

stormwater

stormwater from any future buildings on Lot 3 can be
dispersed into the existing underground and open drains
on the property.

Sewer Drainage

sewer drainage from Lot 1 is dispersed from a septic tank
and the Hutchisons advise that their septic tank is
wor king satisfactorily. Plans for the new house to be
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built on Lot 3 will show a suitable sewer disposal
system.

Corner. Widening

Lot 4 is shown as "Land to Vest as Road" and is the
standard 6 metre X 6 metre requirement.

We enclose application for Resource Consent, copies of
plans, copy of title, clients submissions and our cheque
for $160 being the subdivision consent fee.

Yours faithfully,
COWAN HOLMES & BROWNIE

Per:
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Form:=

Submission on Notified Proposal for Plan, Change or Variation
Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Timaru District Council

Name of submitter:
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[State full name]

This is.a submission on the following proposed plan or on a change proposed to the following plan or on
the following proposed variation to a proposed plan or on the following proposed variation to a change
to an existing plan) (the ‘proposal’):
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....................................................................................................................................

[State the name of proposed or existing plan and (where applicable} change or variation].

—leould/could not* gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
[*Select one.)

*| am/am nott directly affected by an effect of the subject lz*nitt/er,tithes ission that—
(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.
[*Delete or strj/kgt/hmug#eﬁ fre paragraph if you could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.]

[Fselectone]

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: [Give details]

Ly ey ‘
...... [AANESENY C&C\&/

...............................

My submission is: [include whether you support or appose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons
Jor your views] ‘
{if your submission relates to a proposed plan prepared or changed using the collaborative planning process, you must indicate the
following:
o Where you consider that the proposed plan or change fails to give effect to a consensus position and therefore how it
should be modified; or
o in the case that your submission addresses a point on which the collaborative group did not reach a consensus position,
how that provision in the plan should be modified.]
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I seek the following decision from the local authority: [Give precise details as this is the only part of your submission
that will be summarised in the summary of decisions requested]
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I wish {er-donot-wish} T to be heard in support of my submission.
[*In the case of a submission made on a proposed planning instrument that is subject to a streamlined planning process, you need
only indicate whether you wish to be heard if the direction specifies that a hearing will be held.]

[1Select one.]

*If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing.
[ *Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case.]

Sngnature*ef submitter (or person authorised to sign on behalf of submltter)
[A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means]

-\ =79

Date ....looin M e e,
Electronic address for s r\nce ofsubmltter. \
Telephone: LA Q.?“).../.C.f. ........ e \S .......... veveerers et e reranntaees e
Postal addr ss (or alternatlve)method of service under $352 of the ACt): ccovviinniiiniinn verere e
7\ ........ Gi T % < S A 1 £ 0) S RO X & BN o N
Cont\act person: [name and designation, if applicable] ...................

St uo\gu{m ........... ‘{ NI A e esssree s sssss s sess s sss A s AR R iR

Note to person “making submission
1. If you are making a submission to the Environmental Protection Authority, you should use form 168. If you are a

person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission
may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1381,
2. Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at
least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
o {tis frivolous or vexatious:
e It discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
o It would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further:
e It contains offensive language: :
o Itis supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared
by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialist knowledge or skill to give
expert advice on the matter.
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Form5

Submission on Notified Proposal for Plan, Change or Variation
Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Timaru District Council

Name of submitter-

.........................................................................................................

[State full name]

This is a submission on the following proposed,plan or on a change proposed to the following plan or on
the following proposed variation to a proposed plan or on the following proposed variation to a change
o an existing plan) (the ‘proposal’):

[State the name of proposed or existing plan and (where applicable) change or variation].

| eould/could not* gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
[*Select one.]

*| am/am nott directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that—

(a) adversely affects the enwronment and e
{b) does not relate to Eggg,com ot or the effects of trade competltlon.
[*Delete oitr/_kit/hmugh‘rﬁre paragraph if you could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.]

[ Z‘S/elgct/ane. ]

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: [Give details]

................................................................
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My submission is: [Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons

for your views]
[If your submission relates to a proposed plan prepared or changed using the collaborative planning process, you must indicate the

following:
e Where you consider that the proposed plan or change fails to give effect to a consensus position and therefore how it

should be modified; or
o In the case that your submission addresses a point on wh/ch the collaborative group did not reach a consensus position,

how that provision in the plan should be modified.] x ) OSe
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.............................................................................................................................................................................

.............................................................................................................................................................................

.......................................................................................................................................

| seek the following decision from the local authority: [Give precise details as this is the only part of your submission
that will be summarised in the summary of decisions requested]
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.............................................................................................

| wish tordo-not wish) ¥ to be heard in support of my submission.
[*In the case of a submission made on a proposed planning instrument that is subject to a streamlined planning process, you need
only indicate whether you wish to be heard if the direction specifies that a hearing will be held.]

[tSelect one.]

*If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing.
{ *Delete if. you would not consider presenting a joint case.]

.........................................................................................................................................................

X ) . . . .
Signature ‘of submitter (or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter)
[A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means]

Date \{) ........... e i . (

Electromc address for service of submltter U\.\. T O NS, L\(T. O A R

Telephone: ..0.0.5....6 I LTS e, S

Postalladdress {or altirnatlvg methad of service under 5352 of the Act): e, verene et e
pioed U T oy N R 6Tt e S <508 0] DS o O

Contact person: [name and des:gna{ton, if appllcable] ..............................................................................................

.............. jy’....w,,.g.(h.\‘m(.tw‘.. BTN, LN L s eireseseseseasssassssnessasssassesisssaseasssssinsses s shes SRRSO AR SRR SRR R

Note to person m\mg submission
1. Ifyou are making a submission to the Environmental Protection Authority, you should use form 16B. Ifyou are a

person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission
may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

2. Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at
least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission}:

It is frivolous or vexatious:

-

e It discloses no reasonable or relevant case:

e It would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further:

e It contains offensive language: ’

e ltis supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared

by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialist knowledge or skill to give
expert advice on the matter.
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SEADOWN ESTATE |

 TIMARD.
T0 BE SOLD AT TIMART,
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 30, 1879,
NLESSRS. IVIATSON & Co.

(OF CHRISTCHURCH), IN .CONJUNCTION WITH

BIESERS. MA@&EAN & STBEWART

IO TN B W)

TERMS OF P.A.YMENT H

5 per cent, in cash at time of Sal
] ? by bill, payable 30&1 Jruma , 1880
h Beptermn ox', 1880

& n
10 : 00 Tonuary,
10 . :,’ 30th September, 1861
[T " 30th Septembor, 1883
80 ” 20th Soptemher, 1084

Interest at rate of 7 per cent,
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Uartionlavs b Conditions of Sale

FREEHOLD LAND,

BE‘ING PART OF THE SEADOWN ESTATE,

Sitaale v the Tiawew Districh in the Proviaciel District of Caunterbury,

—d

O BE S0LD BY PUBLIC AUCTION,

On THURSDAY, 80th day of Qat., 1879,

AT MESSRS, MACLEAN & STEWART'S SALEROOMS, TIMARU,
BY

MESSRS, H. MATSON AND C0.

PARTICULARS.
3 poods (more oy Jess), beiny

LOT L—31 ihat Pareed of Lamd, containing by admeanroment L1 aeres 3
part of Rural Sretions numbered 4014, 7455, and 5330 on the map of the Chief Burveyor of the
Proviveiul District of Canierbury. as the same is delineated on the sale plan ihereof, herennto
annexed. aned aumbered 1on the sid plan.

admcasnrement 206 acves 2 roods 7 perches (wmore or

LOT 2.—AH that Pareel of Land, containiuy by
4014 and €330 on the said map of the said

Tese), heing pact of the Rural Sections numbered
Chiel Surveyor, as the same 1s
aumbered 2 on the said plag.

a56 acres 3 roods 19 perches (more ot

avcel of Tand, containing Ty admeasurement
1o said map of the sail

of the Rural Scctions numbered 4014 and $330 on th
sale plan thereof, hereunto annexed, and

LOT 3.—Al that T
Jese), being part
Chicf Survevor, as the same is delineated on the
pumbered 3 on the said plan.

TOT +.—All that Parcel of Land, containing by admeasurement 177 acres 1rood 7 percl\es {more or
less), being part of the Rural Sections numbered 3904, 4014, 8330 on the said map of the
said Chicf Surveyor, as the snme is delineated on the sale plan thereot, hereunto aunesed, and
pumbered 4 on the said plan.

Land, containing by admeasurement 142 acres 2 roods (wore or less), being
ections numbered 3904, 4014 8028, and 8330 on the sail map of the sail
sale plan thereof, hereunto anpexed, and

1OT 5.—All that Parcel of
part of Rural 8
Chief Surveyor, ns the same s delineated on the

pumbered 5 on the said plan.

Jelineated on the sale plan {hereof, hereunto annexed, and
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Minister Ofiers £8000
For Dramage

theme for Washdyvke
and Seadown

Serious Complaints

A grant of EBUUD was vfiered by
the Minister of Pablic Waorks (the
Hopn, R, Semple} vesievday, for &
major scheme involving the driain-
age of the Lower Scadown distriel
and Lhe Wiashdyhke bugoon area, The
scheme, whirh was proposed some
{ime ago, was cstimated to  cost
£10,000, and the balance required
will have te he found by the rate-
payers affected and Lhe Lovels
County Council. The Minister made
ithe offer to 2 deputation of Mea-
down and Washdvke settlers, who
complained Lhat storm and spring
water was being ecarried in Hve of
the Loevels  irrigation rvaces, and
from  dead-ends, was  swamping
their land., Mr Sempie intimaled
Lhat i was his desire {hal a start
shioald be mude on the scheme at
oncee,

The depubation mel {he Minister near
the Seadown School and conducted him
lo ohe of the dead-ends of an riga-
tion channel, When he saw Lhe flooded
ground, Mr Semple romarked thas he
wits nob going on lo it as he was notb
a pukeko. Déaling with the history L
the major drainage seheme for  the
aren. he sald the Government had
aripinally affered = subsidy of  £3000,
and the ratepayers and the Levels
Couuty Cowicil had been expected £0
find the rest. He asked it any agree-
ment had been reached, and  upoh
recelving a reply in  the nepative,
inquired from the resident Public
Works Engineer at Tenuka (Mr T. G.
Beek) how Le intended to obviate the
dead-ends.

Mr Beck stated thul ditches would
have to be run towards Lhe coast, and
permission would have to be obinined
fromm preperly owhers

A member of the deputalion: We are

anly & lob of baftlers and we nave
enough  ditficulty in running &8  {Ew
pows to supply itk to Hie town. We
shioniad not be asked to pay gnvihing
Ior drainage.

Mr Beek remarked (hab the water
had come from springs and from the
surface, and was nob econnected with
the irrigation water,

Diteh Blamed for Waler

A voice: There was DO water here
ansil they dug this diteh,

The Minister: We have had a wel
wititer, There is no use arguing about
who is responsible for the water npeing
lere, The thing is to get the job done.
The Government should not be asked
w find the whole of the cast, You can't
Leil me that the whole thing is eaused
pv irrigation. b we did dump water on
to an area, the onus would naturally
b pn s,

A volee: But we have never had water
rere heiore.

The Minister: I am gelbing down (o
fnance: nobt to  whether the ditch
hrought the water here of not, It is
no use trying to fickle an glephant 1o
deatn withh o sandfly's whisker., T wanl
o know wie, you can stars on ihe
job. T was horn in a huvry, and I have
weenn in A lnury ever since I under-
lake ta Aog £i500 if ine Council and
Ll ratepavers find he rest,

My J. Harris remarked tnat  the
highway would henefit, ard that the
Highways Bowrd shoilc be expected to
make soipe contribution,

The Minister: ¥ou have to rememper
{paf it all comes out of the publie
DLESLC.

A vpice: 18 it costs more than the
£10.000 estimated, il vou find the
addifional money?

Will Siand by Estimate

e Minieler; We will meet thatl.
The estimate Is ours, and we will find
any addiiional money it it is needed.
We want to get on to the major scheme.
How are you poing to find the halance?
{ want to get fnaiby

Mr C. E. herr sald ihe chainman of
the Levels County Conmeil (Me T B
Gurrick) had stated, when ihe acheme
had been under consideration, thay the
Council woultt have 1o security for ihe
payment of ils share. It hoad been sug-
epsted thar the Councll should obtain



some security over the land.

Mr J. Hariis: If the Counell stuek
its Loes in, what would happen?

The Minister: I am not prepared o
say. .

Mr Harris: You  can  sce how
desperate the silualion ts.

Try yeply Lo the Mindster, Mr Beck
stated that employment would be pro-
vided for 25 men [or njihe maonths, " 'wo
drag-line scoops would really be need-
ed.

The Minister stated that as tpere was
only ong machine in the distriet,
another should he veguisitiond, “1 wanb
this joh started now; within the 132x1
fortnight or se,” he said.

Mr Clyde Carr, M.P., said the settlers
aflected had not bean able to get in
machines 1o thresh their wheab, and
tlie stacks vere standing in water,

geveral nembers of the deputation
urged the Minister to use his influence
with the Levels County Council to
obtain a subsidy, and My Cary remark-
ed that when the Council Wwas Dext
interviewed, a gan should be talken
wlong. Other speakers dwelt on the
adifficulty in finding the moncy.

The Minister: We'll fnd L8000,
(Applausel,

. Motions of thanks were proposed fo
the Minister and Mr  Carr, by Mr
Harris,

Last night, Mr Carr received o tele«
gram from Mr Semple to the eflect
{hat after & confcrence with the Hon.
H. T. Armstrong he had received advice
that £3000 of the £4000 he had promised
would be available from the employ-
ment promotion fund. Mr Semple ask-
ed Mr Carr to communicate with the
Tevels County Council and the rate-
payers offected, asking them (o find
{he £2000 required between them with
all possible expedition, as he was anx-
fous to start 1he work immediately,



July 2, 1942

At the end of 1938 the official
opening of the Lévels Irrigation
scheme in South Canterbury was
held, though the water was not
actually userd at all extensively by
farmers until the best part of a year
Iater.

It was not so very long after the
water for irrigation had been used
fairly consistently that settlers on the
old Seadovwn estate, which, roughtly,
occupies the country to the east of
the mein south railway line from a
mile or so north of Washdyke to
ahout Arowhenua in the north,
began to notice that their land was
getting a good deal wetter than it
used to be and that water had begun
to lie in small Jakes in their pad-
docks, or some of them, upsetting
compleiely the system of farming
that had been successfully carried
on for well over 60 years on this
yich lznd estate, which has been re-
nowtied for well over half a century
for its ouistandingly good: quality
wheat €rops.

The worse flooding oceurred on
the central and southern block of
this Seadown country and not much
trouble was caused nearer to Aro-
whenua. The men on Seadown very
naturally became much alarmed at
the state of affairs, as they saw their
capital and perhaps their Income
~vanhishing. and during the past four
vears theéy have formed a comumittee
‘which has engineered agitations, de-
putations to Ministers, petitions,
meetings and the obvious and usual
line taken hv any body of people
who wa™* -“hat they consider a
wrong righted.

So far .. wifect has not been at
all satisfaciory to them, although the
Public Works Departinent has cer-
tainly expended a very considerabie
sum  of money in congtructing
draing, both large and smaller,
through various properties on the
Seadown designed to cure the
trouble, or, at least, to mitigate it.
But this wellmeant effort had de-
cidedly not had the desired effect
and the Seadown farmers still need
web feet.

These victims maintain that the
use of the iirigation water by the
Levels settlers was the prime cause
of their troubles, as they sald the
water seeped underground from the
higher grownd up-country and re-
appearad in the lower Seadown land.
They pointed out that for very many

s

i ~
RN L

This paddock on Messts. Cargo Bros.'

grass and rope, and In 1937 it provide
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years no such trouble had occurred

and they asked straight out that a

stoppage be placed on the using of
this irrigation water by the setilers
on the Levels plains, or, failing that,
that the Seadown farmers be pro-
perly and equitably compensated by
the Government for whatever dam-
age had been done to their proper-
ties and livings. A rough estimate
made of the drop in values of the
fiooded lands is 50 per cent.

In the old days, before 50 years
ago, and since then also, Seadown
was renowned for the excellence of
the wheat grown upon the estate. A
paragraph in the “Timaru Herald”
of October 30, 1879, mentions the
impending sale of this estate in the
following words: “We have been re-

e

praperty, Seadown district was in wheat in 1934,
d-a heavy ‘crop of hay, In 1938 it was t
this height within three years.

A scene on Cargo Bros.’ property. Rushes are growing and water is lying in the

quested to call special attention to
the sale of -about 4000 acres of the
celebrated Seadown estale, which
will be held on Thursday. The pro-
perty now to be offered to the pub-
lic is situated a few miles north of
Timaru along the line of railway to
Christchurch, The situation cannot
be surpassed, and the 30 different
lots of from 50 to 850 acres are all
carefully laid down in English
grasses. Deep alluvial soil will stand
almost continuous cropping. There
is an abundant supply of water in
each paddock, and the fencing is of
the most substantial kind. Alto-
gether it would be impossible to
have better land.”

It was further mentioned that the
champion cup at the Sydney Inter-

t

In the fallowing yeor it was in

in a saturated condition and rushes grew to

- used for a year-it would take a ¢

- take some years for the accum

! the usual way, no sign of floodic
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paddock,

national Show had been gained =
wheat grown on the Seadown esiz:
and if it was the best at Sydner
was the best in the world!

Since that time very many thi
sands of bushels of the best wi
have been grown on Seadown
yields of up to 60 bushels per
were not at all uncommon; in f
they were expected. Now the
is so waterlogged in many parts
it would be very nearly impos:
to do mnuch in the line of cultiva
and though much money and lab<:
has been expended in trying
iectify matters, the lamd is little, :
any, better than it was at its w
and the outlook is emphatically
too good from a layman’s point
view.

It took several months for t
irrigation water to seep through =
the Seadown famms, and ¢z
imagines that, if this water was

siderable period for any impr
ment to be noticeable, and it mi

tion of water in the lower soil -
disappear.  But one year witho:
jrrigation water would not break 17z
Leveis men, and it might show :
way how to help the alilicted Sz
down settlers. At any rate it ¢
not seemn to be sense to just go ri
along in the same manner, hop
that the trouble will right itself,
it assuredly will not.

The opposition to the proposals
the Seadown men states that wsz
ness is no new thing on Seado™-
and that the whole estate had :
have .drainage channels cui on
very many years ago, and that si
then, in wet seasons, the land
heen flooded in portions and to
greater or lesser extent. This 1
be true enough, but it should b
pointed out that this present floc
ing has taken place in what is pre-
bably the longest dry spell whieh 1tz
district has ever known, when, i

would be observed anywhere on t
estate, In short, the Seadow:
farmers assert definitely that the
trouble is entirely caused by seepags
from the Levels irrigation water.




 heavily saturated pastures. Today 1L a,050 i e ingr U
August & 194¢ can graze stock for hree months in the  £8000, for 2 rr}llajgl fg&?rgeeahrz)‘(&l“lg;sgmﬁ
bueust B 17 year, while rushes are head-high-over draining of the LO S avel of the
mgst of the paddocks. y Bl 'tgekmgm:&% '%fhe‘ secheex;i was n-.

The story of Mr. C. M, O'Connor's X{ggxcg d ean dga L o large drain was

: "ﬁ"’ q ) handicap is a poignant one. Besides ] ! h
E’@@ E EEE@EE_ %@7&§@Eﬁ x'owingp arge al rega es of wheat down constructed )uxxg}ngcgaelﬁ garI‘ t}lvlgll"mrtﬁ )
RO WEMIRE OV Reons  pipelish Bibe el eaigal
érops in three siiccessive seasons—p ! y g ‘st aftecte
gre{’v ~winter feed for 70 cows. He still  were put through the worst

FARMERS !N SERIOUS PLIGHT milks 50 eows all the year round, but )
. his 225 acres provides only three roperties and a permanent otlet to
N EA R lRR'GATION A REA mcsmthsaof grasz\gJ and odd patches of ?he sea was made from n?e lagoon:
. hay, with the result that after 52 years There was an app}‘eclable drop in the
[South- Island Representotive] of farining M 'O’Connor'}s‘ pTOPeY');' water hzveli and \:.'tnsw:ss d‘g{l:te s;habtutm%

v F ren i scheme 3 f
: does not pay its way. He has to re drainage s vas a slecess, ation

60 acres of high ground some distance was discovered i
Soll“too soggy to carry machines for again shortly after fhe re-commence. away at £150 a year in order to keep \w{gef hidﬁ?{eseg'a? g&%&% ?3 égeclfiaergs
cultivation or cropping; waterlogged ~ment of jrrigation. He has secured good  his dairy herd in production- ., Hme, an L fhe easing .of the posk
pastures unfit for grazing for the  CLOPS of liren fiax Dby harvesting it _Thet;e end tthlesotlggr?ec:fsisa'ch story {ﬁ)srl])ms‘ o for =8 - » ’
betore the water level rises, and more are atiers e the man who had to When Tidal Creek was diverted the

greater part of the year; grass which Is 3 similar— : i

rapldly deteriorating into paddocks of }Raltih‘emﬁcgeop aﬁngrl:arf)des}gisteﬁ%}g ofx;g 5311{ off his farm and have hisdhg"‘;e natural mouth was ;:losfgd bg ‘{1‘; a;&:ﬁ:

yusheg. This, briefly, is the depressing that this summer was an exceptionally shifted before it became surroun ed by of the sea, and th! sf toxfceTidal i

story of a large area of farming land in dry one, his paddocks remained in such an almost impassible SVAME dm{:?elr “ivﬁf‘c’}fy ﬁ?gd‘) Lheechannel and

the Lower Seadown district of South ?o“'ti’fr?1??5&&?‘%‘3}‘3&&6 ,‘;:jy“{._,‘?},’;ﬁ Gravel Pits Full . e wed 1itile acreptance of water from

Canterbury. farmers, considets this is suficient In- There Is evidence that there is some the lateral drains. Thus, farms along
4 ween irrigation water on

h dication ¢hat with more irrigation water connection betwees o dis- & ore affected than
eﬁ'ﬁcﬁf; b;ar: lfis&avivatt)ginleigl 1bad}y being used a greater volume is received  the UPPEL reaches of ‘“5 nga‘ilol\;l?dgi of geerseg;?me?;gﬁ& teo-day remaing
cent years that thgy have pm‘ﬂv,naill:i ‘at Lower Seadown by seepage. Mr. Ross iféﬁé;“ (Sieg:l%\:’v: %ég%%le pitasu\'lhich pro-  little changed—there is no satisfactory
in some cases wholly, gone out of pro- i:a;lj%‘:g e:éleaa\r(;)ég{%ggalt 0'3!0%: uggl;:;tse Eﬁ vided playgrour{ds for-country children outlet for drainage water from Lower
duction, . higher ground. . before 1937 now provide basins for 20t Seadown properties. s helght ¢
Seépageé from the Seadown irrigation N ov 30t of water, which rises and overt Agitation s now at Its edg 3
ares Is belleved by farmers to be re- _Mr. R. Mehrtens has bad his most  fows at the driest periods of the yeary  bring about an efiective remedy, an
sponsible, and they are seeking immedl highly -productive paddock ruined bY  when irrigation is at its helght. \\{)hexz distrlet ,andg‘zxmpamlsel;‘si hr?vg
ate steps to save their farms from total surface water. He took excellent wheat  the annual irrigation ceases abou been outspoken in their comuient.
conversion Into swamps. crops off it In rotation regularly, and Mareh ‘there s an appreciable drop SQ support of varlous organisations has
A drainage scheme was introduced ‘Elox‘tv’a lé]ug}éspgxcrl‘"words' "It is nothing - the .wattﬁr {)e vﬂ; tf‘érgugahstalrlest:%dlg‘gﬁls be%x_‘: néisitggldn of farmers principally
some years ago as a result of wide- e properties, but before BEAS oain 1 -
spread aguaﬂ%n, but, beyond giving More than Dialf of Mr. W, Haselden’s — C3% mgk?’f full il-e cl?czgmlx‘é::cgeadm rises ?g;ﬁigd smtqhu?éd?ﬁégagﬁeﬁ?\g“]&f"k’ﬁ.
temporary relief, this has proved in.  130-acre property i waterlogged, and . when irrigation i35S ¢ the Public d ar that the surplus water
adequate to cope with the mounting this land, the productive value of which The h‘l‘isa‘!g“ e':’g‘gﬁ.er 7 0. Riadell gaotSId anea SO rried  away D etore it
quantity of surface water, The position IS now practically nil, at one time re- Works ’?f"ath"‘efﬁaume‘ = bad at_pre- reached the lower levels.
Has gone from bad to worse. Mosy of turned iIn a year 1200 sacks of grain agreesbt ag o ts out that “we have
the farms are part of what at one time and 1300 sacks of potatoes, as well as a ;e‘c“t' gtue%c% of very wet seasons. . . .
was the Seadown Estate, famed for its 56-bushel pea crop and a crop of certi- g i s.:.--qbeen piling up the rainfall fo
wheat. Croppiog continued extensively ~fied ryegrass secd Wheat yields were fvz 0? six years now and. this is boun
aiter the formation of smaller holdings, a3 high'as 50 bushels to the acre, barley tl S o ravate groond water troubles.”
but land which produced from 60 to 80  Was up-to 75 hushels, and the potato oItg[igs admitter Dy the fariners con-
vushel wheat crops, higher yields of yield was 16 tons to the acre. In one cerned that in the past.two .seasons the
ats, good crops of potatoes and fine year an exceptionally good -paddock infall has been above the average; but
fields 6f peas and barley have decreased. ~§ave an acreage yield of 22 tons, Today lt‘hey 6 rot consider this represents “a
this same area is not in a condition to sequence of vel¥ wet ceasons.” Sea:

in production to such an extent that on

Eo‘s: {)arxgsfthe otri:y returns possible  be cultivated or grazed. down Is within half a dozen miles of
ve been from the saving of grass X 9 Ve ) e the average annual yain-

geed, Where even this has not been pos- Young Grass Wested : 'Il;zlﬁﬂ:irr‘;lée"vtl}‘x?gg‘ﬁres were first taken in

sible Jand owners have had to look else- Mr, Haselden attempted to graze a ° 3897 has been 23in. For the five years

Where for means of liveliheod. young eightacre pasture with Lght  pop 1039 to 1943 the averdgs annual

The present problem can be well cattle with disastrous results, It I8 ROW  yainfail in the district whs 19.03in, with

eppreciated by o inspection of the pock-marked with hoof holes up .to & 2%.76111 as the highest in 1840.

most severely affected properties and foot in depth. Young grass in dn adjoin- Bince the start of lrrigation, the

by listening to the storles of the 8 paddock Is growing rank for want  yater level of Lower geadown has been

farmers concernad, The New Zealand of controlled grazing, but the "soggy raised so much that its lowest point is
ground twould nct carry-a beast. The not far from the surface, with the re-

Farmer Weekly vepresentative recently
Tiade a tour of the district to see what ~ Seed was not spared in sowing out these  gyj; that any rainfall 2bove the average
Tower Seadown farimers are up against, ~ Dastures— 161b of cocksfoot, 1 bushel of causes severe surface flooding. This
Soil Fertility Lost d * p)e:;gr;néal B‘Egl‘ﬂrSS, li‘tgus}llel of iﬁua‘} was not so before the gnderground
. — 1Yegrass, of white clover, 0! . W S ted by irrigation
i 5 King b g o, Holfeany kbt o ot AP St Bl 1
' 108 an of crested dogstail to the acre— X vear was from 6ft
close on 40 years and his wheat ylelds and not only is he unable to make-use _ i‘ogg??tiﬁl&a‘f t&)li t?x?rface prior to irrk
wrere usually between 60 and 70 bushels of them at a'time when grazing would tlon, and now it is above the ground
1o the acre. He had no drainage be beneficial, but there is the danger Bvel for at least ten months of the year.
problems, but within 'a year of the of them becoming permanently water In the past twelve months the lowest
Zstablishment of the Levels. irrigation togged. 12 o underground has mot been move
scheme surface water began to appear On this farm good cropping land has than 5in and that was for only two
on his paddocks, bee?1 tugned ifnttn whaft can only be usiad ynonths In the %,-eﬁr. 'I‘heilsed gx]egsg;g
‘he " at the best of times for running cattle ments were carefully recorae ad-
thgthsk};e Cs%’illugé’ce.ﬁnéoso%i igd?&gaﬁg nd so this vear Mr. Haselden Is spend- ek awhich at one time produced first-

§ ing close on £1000 in changing over to class wheat.

practically useless for productive DU 4ajrying. How long he can keep his

noses. He purchased sheep, but footrot farm on a productive basis with cows “Not a Pukeko"

took its toll, and the only retwrn f1om  he does not know, but he considers the June 24, 1938, the Minister for
his property last season was fYom & yonble can be remedied either by f(gpks,qu. Semple, visited Seadown
small ‘pzfddock of certified IYegIass  effective drainage or by *ceasing irriga- and inspected waterlogged areas. When
zaved for seed on higher ground- MI.  tjon on the higher end of the district e aw fooded jarms he said he would
King, therefore, has been forced to g S ot inspect them any closer as he was
accept employment away from his farm.  gyghes 'Thrive pot a pukeko, . . , There is \?10 \;se

Mr. A. Ross has been on his present Messrs, W, and 8. Cargo have owne arguing. over who is respons e for

. ) . . , SATLAAPY o . S v eing hete. The thing is to get
property of 300 acres for 40-0dd years, g property of 130 acres for 38 years ;‘}gt%lf %i)t ?‘Ez we did dump water on to

and during that time he has harvested +as first-class land for wheat, oats an
many 60-bushel crops of wheat, and a };‘ﬁiey ind it alsn produced exceptional

79-bushel-to-the-acre erop in one yearl. - ofatoes and mangels on us,” he said. . .
He also has had from 80 to 90-bushel gi%i’u;m&l&s{ 'Fhe irrigation 'schgeme As a result of the n1spgct10n, ‘Mr.
ocat crops and geod yields of peas and  Guened wwater aupeared on the surface Semple there and then offered a grant

Wi £R000. swhich was later raised to

certified potatoes. In 1937 his property B!
was so dry that pastures were burnt out e d rp§be_5 comimence
by the sun’ and lack of moisture. He .
prepared a paddock for lucerne and
sowed it in & cloud of dust. The irriga
tion scheme was introduced to the
upper region of Seadown and the wster
was turned on in October of that year,
By Christmas time It was noticed that
the gravel pits around the district were
beginning to hold water. Within two
more months they were full and they
have remained so since—sometimes
overflowing. -

Mr. Ross tried to grow wheat for four
seasons after the irrigation was started,
but was forced to, abandon further
attempts when his yleld was as low 'as
seven bushels to the acre. In 1939, his
crop yielded 11 Hushels; in the follow-
ing year, it was not worth harvesting;
in 1840 part of a 10-acre crop on higher
ground returned 30 bushels; and in
1942 the yield was seven bushels to the
acre.

Affected By Irrigation

Mr. Ross finds that when the lrriga-
tion water Js turned off each year the
water level of his land drops, but rises

d to thrive on the

Hére orea couple of children having-a journey in a'small boat azross one.ck Mr. A, Ross' poddocks:
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THE PLIGHT OF SEADOWN
FARMERS

To the Editor of “The Timsaru Herald”

Sir,~As New Zealand approaches its
centenary in jubilant fashion, it secems
incredible that even a small sector
can wantonly be forced back to its
original state of wastage of water
from an f{rrigation scheme. 'The
present water-logged paddocks and
the rapid appearance of rushes on
highly-valued wheat-growing and fat-
tening land near Secadown district
shows in no uncertain fashion the
rapid deterioration of much first-class
farm lands. Surely, the Minister of
Public Works cannot know the whole
facts of the situation. Homesteads
are being rapidly denuded of shelter,
as trees planted, perhaps, up to eighty
years ago, are unable to exist with
water continuslly lying around their
roots. Lef me suggest to those res-
ponsible for initiating the scheme, not
to stand idly by and see homes and
the llvelihood of valuable citizens
sacrificed. Until the drainage scheme
eventuates could they not try and save
many settlers from complete ruin by
prevailing on the Public Works De-
partment to earry out one of the fol-
lowing remedies: (1) Suspend firriga-
tion completely until the drain goes
in; (2) Concrete all irrigation chan-
nels to prevent seepage. One wonders
if the Public Works Department does
not, know of the farmers own prob-
lems on the farms without having
extra work in fighting for tneir ex-
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istence brought about by man-made
menaces, Also important to Seadown
is the feeding of bables. ‘There are at
present and always have been more
habies reared in the Seadown area,
than on the thirsty stones and large
families are not yet relegated to the
far bygone days. Perhaps irrigation
will cause an alteration in vital statis-
tics as we shall have the Minister of
Education towing the anclent Seadown
school back to its original site—I am
ete.,
/ GUM-BOOTS.



SERIOUS PLIGHT

GRANT

(L g x Will Stand by Estimate i
R ‘&{? The Minister; We will meet thal.

2 F “The estimate is ours, axid we will find!
Offers £80007

Progh beadvmy Qrtile Junsso"
" Irrigate in Haste? 'll.;uri’

An article pzihted.this morning gives an ac- ;

rarmers In Seadown
Area

§2h1 g 47

aby' additional money it it 15 needed..
; We 7ant to get on to the major sohems!

}How are-you going to find the balance® .
oI.wanb to get finality.. N . a‘? . ! count of the disastrous water-logging of 4000 to |
Mz-C. B, Kerr said the.chairman of Lard Flooded By Séepage| 5000 acres of highly productive South’ Canter-
jthe Levels County Council (Mr T. B; s i bury land at Seadown, the area of one of the

Government's major irrigation schemes, Wheat
paddocks covered with shegts 3( land that has regularly yielded 80 to 65 bushels
{libﬁ”jﬁéfe‘f:‘ Eisof %‘;gg;‘;’:“ghaﬂnéﬁxe& & an acre is out of production, too wet to plough.
\ Yo rushés, doks and. swamp grass—! Rushes have Invaded the ground. Its condi-
bend ofl efter tho drlest seasoft f‘“";“ tion makes foot-rot among sheep an obvious
mgﬁiﬁe‘fﬁ{nﬁﬁriy?ﬁgﬁ; S possibility.  Even light grazing Jand beyond }
busthessmen, representatives of the the immediate area «of irrigation has begun o
show the creep of the water, The first signs of

this flooding appeared in 1937, when the works

yGarrick) -had stated, when the scheme
inad:béen fnder consideration, that the!
Council would have na security for thei
\phyment of its. ghare. It had been'sug-
gested that the Councll should obtain
some security oveir the lind.
Mr J. Haris: If the Council stuck’
its toes In, what would happen?
The Minister: I am not prepared to.
sy« . .
Mr Harrist You coan
Jés'pera"cé..tt_m sttuation 5
}{ In reply;fo the Minister, Mr Beck
stated. that employment would be pro-'
ivided for 2:men for nine months.:' "wo
‘dreg-line scqaps would really be need-
ad. i3 .
The Ministe} stated that as there was
nachine, in | the  dlstriet,,
’ il

see how

Unit for Cropping

The pafty firsh vislted the farm .ofh
Gargo -Bros; and inspected & paddock
of 20 acres, carrying a pond two tof
three chilns lsng and about 4 thiln
‘wide and containing a foot ta a foob
and & half of water. This arga, Mr 8.
Cargo stated, dld not usually carry
water, excépt in seasyns of heavy
vainfal),  DurlHg Noveniber and De*
cember of last year, at the dilesh part
of the youar, tie watér hegahi to rlse,.
colncldent with the commencénelit of |
irrigation in the higher levels, While

the water had filled tp the hollow, &

only one 1
‘qno,,the_r.ahoum
itihis: job 3 rie

was proposeil -some |
estimated to cost
e bilanice’ required:
found by the rate-
and: the Levels
The Ministér made
deputation- of Se
seitlers,

% s
| Séveral members !
urgéd tiie Minister to-use his nfl
Yitn the Levels “County

stock firms snd of the Chamber of
Con'lmErCe, who ﬁ:lted taé-m;_a;b :::5
gr?zI;ﬂi}tgehsﬁg%nxchs%;easetufm were engineers attributed. it to excessive rain; but
piaced. . b the last two years have been subnormal in rain- -
Mg,“f,{'ﬁ,‘f,,f %sf m&? asitggsmv‘!:u; fall, yet the seepage has deepeneq and ex-
withed the bustnessmen to see for [ tended. It has done so, moreover, in spite of
thermselves the result "of what 181" | drainage works which have already cost at
2},";‘“{&5‘; g%g:g&;gesc%x: tef from 1 least £13,000 without doing much good. These
' are the circumstances in which the Seadown
ratepayers have refused to contributed £500 to
the estimated cost {£2500) of further drainage.
They are not sure that it will be useful; but
they are sure that the responsibility is wholly
the Government's, More than that, a petition
signed by 85 per cent. of the ratepayers, many
of whom use the irrigation water with advan-
tage but are réafiy to forgo it in the interests
of the others, urges the Government to close
down the fcheme entirely and give the land a
chance to recover, That may take a long
fime,

irrigation’ 166s;
, was swamping

ddsive that o start
on the scheme :z.t

Semple intimated’

showed Its presenmce i other patts of
the pad in ted boggy patel '
in heavy muddy soit end in The ubiqul- |
tous rushes. 'The paddock had been
séwn .In whent at varlous times since
1914, Mr Cargo sald, and with e rain-
fall of 2058 Diches had produced 57

Yet In a season

The seriousness of the-situation is beyond
any doubt. Whether the exlension of the
drainage works will suffice, alone, to remedy it
is a question which only experts can answer;

1 and they will perhaps be wise,not fo answer

bushels to the acte.
whifch could be deseribed as a drought,
the land waes a2 Hog unfit for cropping. .
The story was fepeated i an ad-!
jacent 10-pcré paddotit which hadl .
produced "62 bushels of wheat to thel !
acre i 1028 with s rainfall of 2373°
inches. Yestérday it was seeit to be a
mpes . of surface mud. Another pad-
dock which dld not appear to carTy
0 much water was clogged with
rushes fn places of impendtiable pro-
fusion, This was 1snd which had béen. ;

met the Minister near
ol and-conducted him
d-ends of an Irriga-

it offhand. It seems that too many guestions,
asked and unasked, have been answered that
way. That the excess water and its damaging
effects are attributable to the irrigation works
is, on the face of it, an assumption so probable
as to look like a certainty; but there may, at
Jeast, be: other- contributory causes. This is a
guestion that should be prompily and
thoroughly investigated, and the engineer needs

fram "from- MrSenipl b
inat after a conference withi.the-Hop..
‘he' Government had H, T Armstrong he Nad recelved ndvige

a subsidy of £5000, that £3000 of the:X8000 herhaqipmmiséd

h : . . P loy- U
ars and the Levels wotild -be ravailable from the emp o ’ ¢ : . ‘
hod been expected w‘ ment promotion fund: Mr.Semple ask- §§e‘$§§x uf;fcg;; elél,“u :g ggf;siwlggh;g i the geologist to help him. Ultimate action will
od Mr Carr t6 communicate’ with' the the last 30 years had it been neces- | °| be determined accordingly. But where ex-

=e agked if any agree-
reached, and wpon
y In the pegotivey
_resident., Publle
ab.Temukn (Mr T, G.
tended to-obviate the

cessive water is the trouble and a large flow
can be controlled, it can hardly be absurd to
shut it off and observe the results. That can
be done without prejudicing further investiga-
tion and further decision. It may be added,
finally, that {f it is established "that the intro-

sary to grub rushes. "It would e,
useless to put o plough itto 1 now,”; ,
- Mr Ctrgo .said. “The water wouldi '
foilow the furrow.” y !
On the why to the farm of Mr oL C.
O'Conhor, & stop Wwas made to Inspect.
u drain Jinking up with a dend-end

‘ f.evels County. Couneil ‘and the rate-
payers affected, asking them to find i
the '€2000 requived .between them with
&1 possible gxpedition, as he was anx-
fous to start the work immediately:.

1ers
fug this ditch.

4 inat alghes “would

ster: We have hed a web

b

Seadown
Farmers
Irrigation
Woes
1938-1955

deain of the jrrigation scheme, Al-
though ho water was flowing from the
fyrigation channel, the extension drain,

the comment of oune of the party after
viewitix an area of several acrés on
*Mp O'Connor’s farn,. 1t reptesented
the result of an eBorb ektending over
twa years to sow down grass. Channeld
had been dug to lead away the water!
and where tHe drili could not be used
the seed hind been broadeast, But the
water liad won and the grass was
contending with mud and decks, A
rich tiact of land had heen practically
put gut of production, .

duction of irrigation water is the sole or domin-
ant cause of this disastrous damdge, the Minis-

towards the- coast, and i :
0 gy which was excavated to a freater -
to obtaingd. depth, wos carfylng-a falr flow of ter for Public Wf)rks who huiried on this and
jage water o foot deep, . -other schemes will not be able to say that he
= pa oo was not warned -against the danger of haste.
i "“Worst of the Lot" . He was.
“This {s the worse of the lok" was® .} - [

The - hrea affected by the
water extends from both ‘sides of the
geadown Road, between the rallway

P L

RELIEF FOR SEADOWN

Te is no use arguing ahou ‘crossing and Hadley's corher to: thej
sed, and tomprises Some 5000 ATres. FARMERS
The disttleb hus In ‘the past beeni -
known to be wet, bt the fooding! “The Soils Conservation and

t to ‘whether .the

W

ayers find the rest.

Harris rematked -that

= contributicn.

estimated,

T B 1
n. If we did.dump. water-on.
the. onus’ would naturally!

nister: You have tc remem
a1l comes out of the public;
i

yé never had water:

Am getting down to”
s ditoh .
water heré ‘or not. It is
ng to tickle an’ elephant tos
4 & sandfly's Whisker, I wanb
hei you den start on. the
orn In'd hurry, and ¥ have
= hurry ever since, Il under-
Ang £7600 if.ihe OCouncil and

b the
- would benefih, and that the
Board should be expected ‘to

bet

. If it. costs more than the!

expérfencéd during. the last thiee
years Ras been abnormal, The recur-
rencé of the trouble -in  a  drought
petiod glvea substancs.to the inferancs
that the flovding 15 die to the s2ep-
age of Water from the Levels irriga-
tlon scheme, For piadtically thrée
years. inuch af the land in the area’
hay been unworkabls, and the poten-
tial production from land with a con-
alderably higher fertility then that of
the Hghter irrigated. bolls has been
lost. -Apatt from the severe loss
which hns thus falién on the settlers
individually, the losé in  productlon
must, from the natlonal viewpoiny, be
placed es a substantial deficib sgainst
the benefits accruing from the ifri-
gation scheme. - —

Thé Bethdown draninage scheme Is
designed to intercept the water and
prevent it from seeping through to
the lower lands. The chenne] on’ the
propetty of Mr A. Ross, running
paraliel to the Seadown Road, was
seen yesterday to be carrying a large
yolume of water only & few chalns
‘from lts commencement, . Whether
the scheme, which is estimated to cost
£10,000 will naterially alleviate the
flooding on the .Seadown farms
femains to be seen. Ab lkast some of
the ‘s;.etuers are sceptival a5 to the’
result,

Rivers Control Councll has made
available £5600 to. enable worl to
be undettnken to improve drain-
age condilions of the Seadown area
of the Levels County Council,”
satd the Minister of ‘Wprks (the
Hon, R. Semple) in a lefter re-
ceived at » meeting of the Coun-
cil yesterday. Mr Semple sald
that the work involved would be the
completion of the original scheme.
Additional’ drainsg would be built
and some of the original drains
deepened which he trusted would
be of immediate relief to the land.

“The Seadown farmers have had
a rough time” said the chairman
(Mr R. G.-Cleland). “This work
might bring relief.” B

‘“The Tederated Farmoers had a
better ided,” commented Mr J.
Scott. "“They wanted to blew up
the headworlks of the scheme!""

!
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Mr Cargo’s Reply
To Minister
INVITATION TO INSPECT,

; AREA o

N i
“Mr Semple claims that the Seadow: |
area was always wet; if this statel,
ment ‘were true his own department]
adopted novel methods of control wher
.they constructed -an irrigation scheém.
“for” this area” said the chairman o
ithe Seadown-Levels:Seepage Commit;
}Kt‘ee (Mr 5. Cargo), i a statement {¢
The Press” last evéning, when he.re’
plied to ‘comments on the Seadowr
drainage scheme made by_the Minisi,
ter of Works (the Hon, R. Semplei
:and reported jn “The Press’ yesterday’
. ™Land that has grown up to 7(
bushels of wheat to the acre does nol
suffer from many disadvantages such
as excessive wet and crops such as thid
were grown on Seadown land previous
to irrigation’” said Mr Cargo. "Thé
Minister still quotes the inspection of’]
,the 'Washdyke lagoon and 'tidal creek’
‘flooded areas in 1836, this con.
ditfon of fooding being caused by
the outlet to the sea being|
closed.  This was not affect-
irig- the rich agrigultural farms higher |
up that are now so adversely affecied
by seepage from the Levels irrigation.
scheme. Every shingle-pit in this area:
indicates clearly where the water
which is now causing’ trouble, comes;]
from. The Minister should be awares
ofuthese facts, " . f
. “Regarding the £1000 share in drain-’
age costs<to’ be born by the settlers)!
the ‘Minister should also be aware that
his-‘predecessor (the Jate Hon. H. T}
-Armstrang), at a meeting held on Julyii
g, 1941, and quoted by  Mr Semple|
promised the Seadown settlers afteryl
an inspection of the Seadown draina e§
schemne and the seepage area, that he
would continue with .drainage and'
pumpiag in an endeavour to remedy
this position, and would not ask fory
the settlers' share of the cost untilf
they were in a position to pay, and hel
was satisfied that they would be unable
to contribute anything while condi-',
tions remained ag he: had seen them.j
Mr An.nstrong;s‘,ajd-he would be satis-)
fled with the ‘settlers’ assurance that
the £1000 would be paid when theyr
were in a osition to do’so, i
“The seitlers expected that this»
promise would be honoured. When it’,
was realised by théin that nothing was;’
.going_to be done-until the £1000 was}:
»actuallfr paid, the settlers strajght away}
ave the rating. authority, the Levels},
County Council, the necessary power
1o rate the Séadown drainsge area.
The settlers: took -this action over 18)
months ago; so that the Minister’s alle~ )
gation against the settlers about delay
is unfounded. Such delay necessi- "
tated by legal formality could have ']
by the Minister :

thas been denied them for sg long.

himself and e settlers.
“Regarding thé Minister's remar
concerning the war, as I stated. previ-
ously, men with farming interests infj
the seepage area "are now uverseasfi
fighting for justice. Others in the same -
area fought in the last war for that

same purpose. All that”the Seadown:
settlers are asking for is justice, whichy

“The fact that I realised the.neces-
1sity for more primary production in
war time was shown in :my previous
statement, when I deplored the loss of
war-time production from such a large
area of fertile land as that included n
the Seadown seepage. area. It is ridicu-
Ious, on. the part of the Minister, to
‘| suggest non-co-operation by myself or
the settlers, as it .is obviously In their
interests to give' full co-operation so
|that .a solution of the problem can
ibe found: Mr- Semple and several of
his Ministerial colleagues have been
+{inyited to inspect this area in company
with my committee, whith is com-
prised of men who themselves, or their
families, have resided in this area for
from 35 to 60 years, and who are all
competent te give an opinion of the
cause of the problem, based on ‘experi-
1ence in the area both before and after
jth  Levels irrigation scheme was
functioning, We again offer the Min-
ister and his chief enginger an irvita-
tlon to inspect the area in company
with the seepage committee.”’

9. - -SOUTH - -
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PLIGHT OF FARMERS |

4 AT SEADOWN

f MINISTER OF WORKS TO
~ .BE" ADVISED

The plight of farmers at Se
will ‘pe’ reported to thefb&iﬁi—s?gx?%?
Public Works (the  Hon.” R.. Semple)
by the Levels:County "Council. This
was decided at the monthly.meeting
of the council ﬁesterday_

The chairman (Mr R. G, Clzland)
said. that many hundreds of acres
ug-]and which- had formerly grown
wheat could not be utilised in
any manner now, He atiributed the
cause of the flooding -to irrigation
;’el?i%téswlfs ;:arned ~out " during dry

armers. lvin

'at’f‘grcﬁed'aryea. rs. living .above the
“The condition of these farms is de-
plorable” There is-not a dry spot‘cen
<omé of them for an 'animal io. le
down,” sald Mr Cleland. ‘He suggested
feierrmg the matter to the South Can-
terbury Catchment’ Board, One lerge
drain in thé'ared-had been cleaned and
would help the situation, he .said; but
:tbgre-_yvgr,ein_xany farms.- T
¢ Y1 i5 just inhuman to-ask péopls to
é}g:téunﬁth%x?é that's: all,”* said Mr ' J,

. He not know why- ing
had béen done, he said. | hy*nothing,
““Mr R. W. R. Munro said there wds
no doubt that it was a deplorable state
of affairs. It was a matter.of knowing

NEW DRAIN CUT AT
. SEADOWN . -

Some: Farms Now: Bone

< 2 Dry
‘;i Yeepage Problem
3 Solved

Yt whuld appear that the problem
of drainage in the Seadown area,
which had beerl aggravated by the
Levels irrigation scheme, has been
solved by the cutiing of the new.
drain which follows the Seadown
road. According-fo Nr J. Robin-
son, who resides there, the new
drain has bheen so effeollve that-
isi9 front lawn, which he could not
dig two years ago because it was
:]uo spongy, was now too hard {o be

g, .
Hedley's shingie pit near his home-

stead had acted as a meter showing
the ground- Water level. Normally ab
this time of. the year there syould be
ahout 0ft of water; in i, to-day it
alternated between’ & few feet and

season had been a dry one, bub against
thet was the fact that irrigation had
been used extensively.

In a paddock close to his house there
was, a depression which a heavy Tain
used to convert into a minlature lake.
After the last railn the water drained
away quickly and the depression was
now es dry 88 a bone. As {ar as he
could judge, the level in Heédley's pit
would never be hi%ler than the level
of the water in the drain. In other
words, the drain would cope with
excessive rainfall snd . also irrigation,
although bhoth’ were not Eenerally
experlenced. together.
drink water from s hole
but sinee the drain begen to fu
he had to draw watey from the race for
his stock,
1t wopld be, perhaps, premature to
maké el pmphatic jud%ment about the
drainsge problem as this wes 8 dry
season, but-In his own mind he.wes
sure that the drain had solved ihe
Problem and there was 2 danger thal
t might meke the land too dry, con-
cluded Mr Robinson,

:Cropping FPermitted

Mr W. B, Cartwright said that his
place had been one of the " worst
gfectéd farms (n the Seadown Rrea: A
great deal of his labd bad become un-
workable because of the wet, hut this
year his farm was bone dry. Formerly,
coal was dumped ab the gate as the
roadwn.% to the house was {00 088y t0
aliow the passege of & lorry. On ome
occaslon they had to.have two tractors
to manipulate a lnen fax puller. To-
day he was growing b0 mcres of grass,
25 of barley and 25 of Uinseed.

His crops looked well and he would
have no difficulty in harvesting them,
| He thought tha was

IRRIGATION IN
- CANTERBURY
S\ANNUAL LOSS OF
\S | £600,000

=

1755

MR GOOSMAN ADDRESSES
PROGRESS LEAGUE

_ Irrigation schemes in. Canterbury
were losing about £800,000 a i’ear——-
a pretty big swm,” said the Minister
of Works (Ar W. 8. Gopsman) when
he zddressed the annual mesting of
the Canterbury Progress League yes-
terday. At present, 112,000 -acres of
1and was avzilable for irrigation, but
only 16335 acres (16 per cemt) had
been irrigated. ¢

“1 think the mejority of people
realise we are facing a problem of in-
crazsing population—50,000 & year—
and we have got to build equal to two
towns for 25,000 people every year
lfp provide for it" said Mr . Goosroan.
It is estimated that by 1975 or 1977
our population will have increased to
about 3,000,000, and if we are to rmain-
our standard ot living, we
have to increase our production by, 80
er cent, That is a man-sized task. We
ave not only got to produce to feed
Jourselves, but we have to produce io
‘texport in order to import. our re-
(|sources have to be marshalled to that
end.”

Mr Goosman swid that 60 per cent.
‘lof the Dominion’s population ~was
erly in the South Istand, but-now
1wo-thirds of the population was in
“|the North Island, The reasons for the
|reverse were rainfall and grass; - and
the prosperity of New Zealand had
been bullt up on grass, Ninety-seven
per cent, .of the ‘cauntry’s exporis
came from the coil, and it Jooked to
him as if that would remair that way
for & long time. .
Progress On Schemes

Canterbury had insufficient rainfall,
shuttitere fvas PIENtY Of waldr i the
‘I rivers, said Mr Goosman: An attempt
tiad been mede by the previous Gov-
ernment to promote irrigation, and a

small measure of success had  heen

achieved,

Irrigated land at Redalift (South
Canterhury) could total 4000 acres,
but only 430 acres had been irrigated,
said the Minister. At the Levels, the
potential was 11,000 acres, but the fig-
Ure so far was 98] acres. The Ashbur-
ton-Lyndhurst scheme could provide
57,000 irrigated acres, but now had
only’.1257 acres irrigated. The May-
field-Hinds project, with a potential of
40,000 acres, had 2167 acres jrrigated.

Water was available on ' those
schemes at a cost of 4s an acre-foof
for six-inches all over the irrigable
land, said My Goosman. That was not
very much—only 24 inches on 2
quarter. of a farm's {rrigable land.
Extra water could be had at the same
rate. On a demand basis, the cost
would be 10s an acre-foot. .

Contracts for the scheme would ex-
pite in 1964, said Mr Goosman, and
the Government would continue them
t11 then, in the hope that cheap water
would encourage farmers to support
the schemes, 1t was -estimated _that
future schemes could provide 750,000
jrvigated acres in Canterbury, and
this would mean that thousands more
farms could be-created on the Canter-
bury Plains.

Local Conirol Envisaged

Eventually, it was hoped o estab-
lish local control so that farmers
would run their_cwn Sschemes,
Goosman said.
different districts were run

T
g
3

Tocally,

the information Government
ments and vinveshiators could
hut whether there

would be left to be decided by

Leerned; said the Minist

but it means thousands more
thousands more people.

t only for
r\:/‘;’hcle gf New .Zealand.

.|about it?

Mr
Drainage schemes .in

d not see any reason why
bodies could not be formed to rate |.
for water put on the land as easily
as they could rate to have it taken

ol
Farmers would be supplied with all
depart~
give,
hould be & scheme

ballot of the farmers in the area con-
er, -
»] cannot think of anything {at

@ lot of capital and a Jot of hard work,

farms,
e It meg‘ns
wonderful progress and prosperl ¥y
kel 3 C%ntetrbury, ‘but for .the
16 has- got io
come. wre?\ is Centerbury going:to: do

SEADOWN" SEEPAGE PROBLEN

Sir—At the meeting of the exeoulive
of+ the - Soutly -Cdnterbury -Farmers”
Federation, I ‘was reported as making
the bald statément that “Fanners have
to be told to step irrigatibg for. one
I feel that 1 should foyward b?

of

year.”

you for publication ‘the chlef polh
my edvocecylfr the dlscdnunlljxanég of
irrlgation untll adequate dfainage: Is
pt?lv)lded. tThsey are-— L

s 2 cadown L {

throughout .Canterbu xm? ﬁcs' w?:’e'?é‘
growing propénsities, rgui through irkis
gation seepage.is now reduced to third
rete cattle grazing coeuntry. . °
. (2) That settlers affected were forcad
the deplorably. wet conditlons
to revert to dalry farming, but with the
full realisation that ynléis a rapid jm-
provement was obtalned,.thelr liveli-

. hp(s“} v&ghs ibn jeopa{dy. B

3 et as a farmers’ organisatl
what-right has the exenuuveg.,to ado(x);%
, the line of least resistante, and state iis.
‘ftentlon not to: take any action tn the'
matter?  Whal ‘Justiﬁcation s there
for the orgenlsation's existence when
it refuses to assist and.protect its own

PEE ther ;
ere any memher ‘of -

executive wha tan honestly state ut;!;%
it s fair end just for 1rr1ge,{oi—s farming
the Levels end Kerrytown shingle fiats,
to turn on water In”huge, uncontrolied
guentities with the full knowletdge that
%ventually it would 8nd its way fo Bea-
down -where it created untode- hard-
ships even to the extent:of ‘adversely
affecting the health of. children .and

ca

(5) Thet.the Government and it
yisers have persistently refused to ad-
mit that {rrfgation is the. cailse of ihe
‘tratble;. and In order to prove. -that

oint, the waler-should be turned off
for a'year and the yesults observed. .
7 (8) Thab i the retuins frqntlrrigg-
tlon-are as Bounliful as we.are:led. to
pelleve, then it should prove:no hard-
-ship for the irrlgators, who have heen
operating for clght yesrs, to rifrain
{from irrigating and so ass: t.-the Sea<
down ‘settiets to prove -their case,

¢7) -That-yome years ago: 2 ‘petltion
esklng irrigators to fefialn from using
water untit ‘A sntls{act_ory,;.dlja.\nﬁqe
scheme -was in operation Wis:readily
signed :by- 85 per cent: of ‘e farmers )
in the ered concerned, ahd bg rgppllng;
with the problem.of the 16 -per cent
whg refused; Federnte Farmers had a
fulden - pphartintity-to’ _prgve “tothe

. Al

up to & difficuit probletn and
. 'To this I miy xltl(!'thub I am
aware of the benellls derived: from-frrl-
atlon, and ;moke, no secret ol the fact
hat' T hope to hnve at-spme fuliire
time irrigation -focliities “on - n paruon
of my ferm lo nounter a. dry §§ q. hut

uss
water If .requostad by Fedprated Farm-
ers to reffnin frowm dolg &o, in.order to
assigt the atfeoted farmerss o, prove
thelr -case,  Obvlounly- therg 1g- little
or no gain fn nn indl¥ldusl »refralning
froin usln%I water.. 1. farmers, mu?t
dgelm.'l(»t w position: 13 {o be appreal-
dbly improved.—~1 &, e (R

g ’ N W. I, ‘Haselden,

TR

unger o - ¢ircumatntioes -woll i
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DRAINAGE AT
SEADOWNXN

SCHEME * PROMISES
WELL

RELIEF ALREADY FELT

Deep drains are well on the way to

ceretict because of seepage. Th

'; i mote the progress and pros- ess than a year ago,

: wéi]its?ng this enormous distriet more number of thi seté{erfs hm{? had
han the furthering of 215 i"rlrég‘u (}(un grleta t\v%?\l)eoiac:ﬁ:d \h;?r:‘ie'w years

[ovstemy” M Donaa s ore, Lefore the war the setilers of the ais.

the damage being
Some larms were

in which it was practically

Rushes and sedges

wltogether.
areas.

possession of substantial

[

it was little better than a duck pond.
The area worst affected lies

the' main railwa

north- of Washdyke, and the sett

hefore the -war interfered.
itank ditch dug along
{some good, but for some vears now the
and has been seriously affected.

The area was in a pitiful state when

the writer saw it about a year ago.

condition then was in markea contrast

restoring the productivity of the aresz:
af land at Seadswn near \’{ashdyke.
whien for some years has lain almost

frainnpe’ scheme was em arked ypon
but already &

\rict became alarmed at the extent of
done by seepasge.
abandoned. and 2
number more were brought to a state
impos:
sible to run anything but caltie on
them. A district once 2 large.praducer
of grain, almost ceased growing grain

took
and
even ihere pasture remaingd. it be-
ame so sodden that during the winter

etween
line and the sea just
lers
are copvinced that the damage arose
from seepage from the Levels lirriga-
tion scheme. A drainage scneme was
endertaken. but had not proceeded far
An anti-
the coast did

3 was 50
.g&lxc\‘gmat. tx;]‘t:{vietlljonux.'éml‘ig nndry o3 en fo its condition this week. when ¢
make the Jand in the Seadown aren too {;iﬁi’ OE[aJ;R“Sf et ‘3" Lrom t-lfvye, Al
on Lo v, looked over it ere i
dry for agricultural ourposes. etill plenty of wet land about. but pad:
5 docks whien wst-{ear were  inches
vand sometimes feel, deep In wale
which had been standing for month:
are now dry enough to walk ove

writhout gumboots.
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