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INTRODUCTION 

 

1.1 My full name is Jennifer Florence Moore. I hold the position of Senior 

Landscape Architect at Christchurch City Council (Council). I have been in 

this position since March 2004. 

 

1.2 I hold a Bachelor of Arts in Landscape and a Diploma in Landscape 

Architecture from Manchester Polytechnic in the United Kingdom.  I have 

31 years’ experience in the practice of landscape architecture.  I am also a 

Registered member of the New Zealand Institute of Landscape Architects.  

Prior to my election to the New Zealand Institute of Landscape Architects I was 

a member of the Institute of Landscape Architects in the United Kingdom. 

 

1.3 As part of my role at the Council, I have been asked to provide evidence in 

relation to landscape assessment of exceptional tree assessments and the 

landscape quality and visual amenity of public realm trees. 

 

1.4 I have been providing the Council with my expertise in relation to the 

development of an Exceptional Tree Category for trees in the private and 

public realm. I undertook 17 site visits for trees in the private realm on 10 and 

11 March 2015, namely: 

  

(a) 2 Ludecke Place;  

(b) 4 & 8 Ludecke Place;  

(c) 50 Acacia Avenue;  

(d) 26 Bryndwr Road;  

(e) 16 Kahu Road;  

(f) 41 Centennial Avenue;  

(g) 151 Cashmere Road;  

(h) 71 Papanui Road;  

(i) 337B Avonhead Road;   

(j) 165 Racecourse Road;  

(k) 750 Harewood Road;   

(l) 26 Nash Road; 

(m) 42 Colombo Street; 

(n) 33 Rolleston Avenue;  

(o) 8 The Oval; 

(p) 4547 Christchurch Akaroa Road; and 
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(q) 9 Williams Street. 

 

1.5 In relation to trees in the public realm, on 26 November 2015 I visited Francis 

Avenue, Thames Street, Gambia Street and Baltimore Green.  

 

1.6 I confirm that I have read the Code of Conduct for Expert Witnesses contained 

in the Environment Court Practice Note 2014 and that I agree to comply with it. 

I confirm that I have considered all the material facts that I am aware of that 

might alter or detract from the opinions that I express, and that this evidence is 

within my area of expertise, except where I state that I am relying on the 

evidence of another person. The Council, as my employer, has agreed to me 

giving expert evidence on its behalf in accordance with my duties under the 

Code of Conduct. 

 

1.7 The key documents I have used, or referred to, in forming my view while 

preparing this brief of evidence are: 

 

(a) Flook, R. Sept 1996. A Standard Tree Evaluation Method; 

(b) Beca Ltd, January 2015. Christchurch Suburban Character Areas 

Assessment;  

(c) City of Auckland – District Plan, Isthmus Section – Operative 1999, 

Part 5C – Heritage updated 18/01/2013; and 

(d) Landscape Evaluation under STEM+ technical report, from the 

STEM+/CTEM methodology. 

 

 

2. SCOPE 

 

2.1 The specific parts of the Natural and Cultural Heritage (Stage 3) Proposal that 

my evidence relates to are:  

 

(a) methodology and criteria for Exceptional Tree Assessment for both 

individual and groups of trees on private land; 

(b) current practice when assessing the landscape and amenity values of 

trees in the public realm; and 

(c) current practice which involves the consultation process with regard 

to street renewal and open space development in the public realm.  
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2.2 My evidence also addresses the specific relief sought by various submitters on 

these provisions.   

 

2.3 My evidence will also cover the following matters that remain outstanding or 

where some further discussion is required around my response to relief sought 

in submissions and further submissions: 

 

(a) request for further input into the exceptional landscape values of 

trees in the notified proposal of protected trees;  

(b) whether the minimum 10 metre height criteria for protection of trees 

in the public realm is too high;  

(c) whether the list of Exceptional Trees should be extended to include 

those proposed by submitters, namely: 

 

(i) 3 Lime Trees in Manchester Street Peterborough Village 

Incorporated Society Submission 3233; 

(ii) other trees on the St Lukes site Peterborough Village 

Incorporated Society Submission 3233;  

(iii) Poplar Avenue along the river between Manchester Street 

and Madras Street by the Peterborough Village Incorporated 

Society Submission 3233; 

(iv) the Weeping Elm at 300 Stanmore Road Mr Lindsay 

Carswell Submission 3641; and 

(d) selection of streets for further landscape assessment (i.e. Dudley 

Street, Bowenvale Avenue, Francis Avenue, Gambia Street,  Poplar 

trees on Oxford Terrace between Manchester and Madras Streets). 

 

 

3. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

 

3.1 Through the ‘Share an Idea’ process in 2013, post-earthquake, the 

Christchurch community expressed a desire for the rebuild of Christchurch to 

be a ‘green city’ with parks and trees. That aspiration was developed in the 

Council’s Central City Master plan and CERA’s (Canterbury Earthquake 

Recovery Authority) Blueprint, where trees are included in both public and 

private realm images of rebuild projects. However a large number of trees in 

both the public and private realm are perceived by submitters to be devoid of 

protection (from removal or damage) in the notified Proposal. 
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3.2 To ensure that trees in the public realm have greater protection, the notified 

Proposal is for all trees over 6m in urban streets and over 10m in parks on 

Council land to have a blanket approach protection and that further 

assessment be carried out to assess Exceptional Trees which would include 

landscape and amenity criteria. 

 

3.3 The STEM+/CTEM methodology was developed to undertake this work in a 

more expedient and cost efficient manner. While the trees were not assessed 

by a landscape architect, the STEM+/CTEM was developed to ensure that 

landscape attributes were assessed as part of the assessment undertaken by 

a qualified arborist. Under STEM+/CTEM, the following landscape attributes 

are assessed: 

 

(a) 4.3.1 Shape,  

(b) 4.3.2 Stature,   

(c) 4.3.3 Canopy dimension,  

(d) 4.3.7 Visibility,  

(e) 4.3.8 Location,  

(f) 4.3.9 Role (which included: Traffic Calming, Visual Screening, 

Contribution to Property Values, Visually Soften Hard Landscapes, 

Food Source or Medicinal use by humans).  

 

3.4 The STEM+/CTEM method still allows for significant trees in the public realm 

to be identified and trees on Council reserves and assets are still to be 

assessed for their significance and their need for protection.  

 

 

4. BACKGROUND 

 

4.1 Trees in the private and public realm contribute to landscape character, visual 

amenity and sense of place. They introduce into the landscape scale, 

seasonal variation through leaf colour, the display of flowers and fruit, seeds or 

nuts. Their varying species with their form, shape and varying textures 

contribute to the amenity and landscape values by providing specific 

landmarks within the landscape and townscape. 
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4.2 Trees can enhance the built environments and reduce visual pollution such as 

overhead power lines and less attractive built form. They can provide shelter 

from wind, rain and protection from the sun. When located adjacent the road 

corridor trees can provide a sense of enclosure and road narrowing, thus 

reducing the speed of moving traffic. 

 

 

5. OUTCOMES OF MEDIATION / CAUCUSING  

 

5.1 I attended both the expert conferencing on 9
th
 November 2015 and formal 

mediation on 19
th
 November 2015 and agree with the outcomes stated in the 

final Expert Conferencing Statement, Stage 3 Natural and Cultural Heritage 

9.4: Significant Trees. 

 

 

6. EXCEPTIONAL TREE ASSESSMENT METHOD 

 

6.1 Between October 2014 and December 2014 an arborist assessment  of 

Christchurch protected trees within the private realm was undertaken under 

the Operative District Plan. Following that assessment, there were 15  

individual trees and 2 groups of trees that were identified by the City Arborist 

as having potentially exceptional qualities that required a higher level of 

categorisation. To help inform this decision a landscape architectural 

assessment was requested to get a better understanding of the wider context 

of these trees. Appendix A includes two tables of criteria used for assessing 

individual and groups of trees.  

 

6.2 The landscape criteria in the a Standard Tree Evaluation Method (STEM) 

(developed by Landscape Architect, Ron Flook) was used to assess these 

trees. The arborists carried out the “condition evaluation” and myself and an 

assistant landscape architect, carried out an “amenity evaluation” to widen the 

assessment. An amenity evaluation is required in STEM+/CTEM if there are 

Exceptional landscape qualities identified. 

 

6.3 Of the 15 individual trees that were assessed, 11 were considered to be of 

exceptional value and the 2 groups of trees were also considered to be of 

exceptional value. The recommendations for exceptional tree status were 

recorded in individual reports provided to the City Arborist, an example of one 
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of these reports recommended for an exceptional tree; a Common Walnut 

(Juglans regia) located at 71 Papanui Road is attached in Appendix C.  

 

 

7. CURRENT PRACTICE IN THE ASSESSMENT OF LANDSCAPE AND AMENITY 

VALUES OF TREES IN THE PUBLIC REALM 

 

7.1 Landscape architectural expertise is generally provided when development is 

undertaken in the public realm such as:  

 

(a) street renewal or street enhancement;  

(b) parks and waterways development; and  

(c) any land development that is required around other Council assets 

and facilities. 

 

7.2 The assessment of landscape and amenity values is undertaken in conjunction 

with the expertise of a qualified arborist. The landscape architect will look at 

the site context and the role of the tree(s) within the site and undertake an 

evaluation based on the STEM+/CTEM criteria.  

 

 

8. CURRENT CONSULTATION PROCESS WITH REGARD TO STREET RENEWAL 

AND PARK DEVELOPMENT WITHIN THE PUBLIC REALM 

 

8.1 When trees are required to be removed or replaced as a result of street 

renewal and park development, a full assessment is undertaken by an arborist 

to assess the health and safety of all affected trees within the project scope. A 

landscape architect will provide a landscape and amenity assessment and 

these comments will be included in the arborist’s report. The report will then be 

available to the project team. 

 

8.2 A concept plan is then prepared for consultation. The following trees will be 

identified on the plan:  

 

(a) those for removal;  

(b) those to be retained; and  

(c) proposed new trees.  
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8.3 Appendix B illustrates two examples of consultation plans: 

 

(a) Street Renewal Plan; and  

(b) Park Development Plan for consultation. 

 

8.4 Parties affected by the project are notified through a mail drop which includes 

the plan and an explanation of the project, including the reasons why trees are 

to be removed, retained or replaced. This plan and project description is 

available on the Council website as a ‘Have your Say’ project. 

 

8.5 Feedback on the plan is analysed by the project team and the plan is modified 

as appropriate. Any necessary resource consent is obtained, and the plan is 

presented for Community Board or Council approval. Once this has been 

approved the project will proceed as agreed by the approving authority.  . 

 

 

9. ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY FOR IDENTIFIED TREES FOR 

INCLUSION/LISTING IN THE SCHEDULE INCLUDING APPROPRIATENESS OF 

THE SELECTION CRITERIA 

 

9.1 Some submitters have questioned the integrity of the CTEM/STEM+ 

methodology used to assess and evaluate trees in both the private and public 

realm. They consider that the criteria used in the methodology had an 

arboricultural bias and limited landscape and amenity criteria. Therefore they 

suggest that a large number of trees that would meet a higher protection 

status were ranked as less important because appropriate landscape and 

amenity criteria were not included in the methodology.  

 

9.2 My understanding is that when the CTEM/STEM+ methodology was 

formulated, Council’s Senior Landscape Planner (Hannah Lewthwaite) was 

asked to comment on the criteria for assessing landscape and amenity values. 

Under Role 4.3.9 in CTEM/STEM+, I understand she advised that the 

following two criteria: a) “Contribution to Setting” and “Lending serenity to an 

open space” should be assessed by a landscape architect.  Due to the 

timeframes for the District Plan Review, these criteria have been assessed by 

arborists (except as discussed below) who assessed shape, canopy, 

dimension with dimensional landscape feature, trunk diameter, longevity in the 

landscape, visibility, role, and suitability in the landscape.  
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9.3 In March 2015. I undertook a landscape and amenity assessment of 15 

individual trees and two groups of trees located on private properties within 

Christchurch and the Banks Peninsula. I was assisted by an Assistant 

Landscape Architect. The purpose of the assessment was to determine 

whether the trees (which were not listed at that stage) would fall into the 

Exceptional Tree category if the landscape and amenity assessment was to be 

carried out by a landscape architect. 

 

9.4 Appendix A outlines the criteria and sub criteria that were assessed. We did 

not rank or score these criteria but undertook a qualitative assessment on the 

aesthetic quality of the trees and the contribution and value they made to the 

landscape setting. 

 

9.5 On completion of the field assessment a report was submitted to the City 

Arborist summarising the assessment result of each tree and group of trees. 

The following criteria were assessed:  

 

(a) site context, a description of the site where the tree is located and the 

relationship and significance of the immediate landscape; 

(b) role of the tree in the setting, impact of the tree on the setting and 

what the effect it would have on the site if the tree were to be 

removed; the trees contribution to the character of the site; are there 

any associations with tradition i.e. religion or superstition; was its 

purpose to enhance or conceal a view; does it provide a wildlife 

habitat or contribute to a green corridor and finally does it lend 

serenity to an urban environment; 

(c) stature, describes the height, width and shape of the tree including 

the shape of the canopy; 

(d) climatic influence, does it provide shade, shelter, temperature control 

and also does it cool the air, modify wind turbulence, act as a 

windbreak and intercept rain; and 

(e) exceptional significance, relates to the representation and distribution 

of specific tree species within the local environment, throughout 

Christchurch, throughout the South Island, New Zealand or in the 

International context. 
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9.6 A recommendation to classify trees or groups of trees as exceptional, was 

informed by the summary of this assessment process. Appendix C illustrates 

an example of a report recommending Exceptional Trees status be classified 

on a Common Walnut (Juglans regia) located at 71 Papanui Road. Of the 15 

trees assessed for exceptional status, 11 were considered to be exceptional 

while 4 were not. 

 

 

10. PROTECTION OF TREES IN THE PUBLIC REALM 

 

10.1 The threshold, in the notified Proposal, on height criteria being 6m for street 

trees and 10m for parks trees, was addressed at expert conferencing in 

relation to whether height is an adequate measure of significance.  

 

10.2 Matters of agreement in the Conferencing Statement “suggest that a two-

pronged approach be taken to assessing trees, accepting a blanket approach 

plus undertake a full assessment (using a revised agreed assessment 

methodology) to identify exceptional trees” in the public realm.   This would 

need to be a future assessment given the timing constraints of the current 

process. 

 

10.3 In order to determine the appropriate threshold height criteria for street tree 

protection I undertook a landscape and amenity assessment of trees in the 

following streets on Thursday 26
th
 November 2015: 

 

(a) Francis Avenue and Thames Street, where trees were between 10-

12m high; and  

(b) Gambia Street and Baltimore Green where tree height was between 

6-8m. 

 

10.4 In all the streets assessed I found the trees to contribute high amenity value to 

the streetscape, regardless of their height, width and canopy shape. The trees 

were assessed as a group and not as individual trees. 

 

10.5 The 10-12m high trees in Francis Avenue and Thames Street were consistent 

in height but their canopies were often misshapen due to pruning and thinning 

to accommodate overhead cables. The 6-8m high trees in Gambia Street were 

below the overhead cable level and those in Baltimore Green were unaffected 
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by non-existent overhead cables, therefore their canopy was more even and 

well balanced. 

 

10.6 In all 4 streets the trees were well placed in a grass berm thus protecting their 

root system. 

 

10.7 In all instances the trees helped to define and provide cohesion to a  street 

where the built form is varied in height, materiality, colour and form. The trees 

helped to frame views and provide bird habitat, particularly in the mature trees. 

Overall they provided serenity to these suburban environments. 

 

10.8 The assessment criteria I used were: 

 

(a) site context, a description of the site where the tree is located and the 

relationship and significance of the immediate landscape; 

(b) role of the trees in the setting, impact of the trees on the setting and 

what the effect they would have on the site if the trees were to be 

removed; the trees contribution to the character of the site; are there 

any associations with tradition i.e. religion or superstition; were their 

purpose to enhance or conceal a view; do they provide a wildlife 

habitat or contribute to a green corridor and finally do they lend 

serenity to an urban environment; 

(c) stature, describes the height, width and shape of the trees including 

their combined canopy shape; 

(d) climatic influence, do they provide shade, shelter, temperature control 

and also do they cool the air, modify wind turbulence, act as a 

windbreak and intercept rain; and 

(e) exceptional significance, relates to the representation and distribution 

of specific tree species within the local environment, throughout 

Christchurch, throughout the South Island, New Zealand or in the 

International context. 

 

10.9 In summarising the assessment of  these groups of trees I do not consider that 

the groups reach the threshold category of exceptional tree status. I believe 

the Ash trees in Francis Avenue were of variable form and shape, where there 

was evidence of die back in the canopy resulting in an unbalanced form. 

Similarly the Pin Oaks in Thames Street were of variable form and shape 

having been pruned and thinned to accommodate overhead cables. On the 
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other hand they are significant in terms of their landscape and amenity value 

to these streets. 

 

10.10 Gambia Street is an older suburban street where overhead cables and poles 

are a dominant feature. The mature Manna Ash trees on the east side of 

Gambia Street have reasonably well formed canopies, that have been shaped 

and modified to accommodate adjacent overhead cables.  They are located 

close to the property boundary where they are likely to be compromised by 

adjacent vegetation and fences. The Manna Ash trees on the west side are 

younger trees of variable form which are well spaced along the street and 

located in a wide grass berm. As they mature these trees will add amenity 

value and character to the street but as a group of trees these street trees, in 

my opinion do not merit exceptional tree status because they have been 

heavily modified and their true form has been compromised. 

 

10.11 Baltimore Green is a more recent suburban street where overhead cabling and 

supporting poles do not occur. Golden Elms, Tulip trees and Flowering cherry 

trees have been planted in a narrow grass berm between the road and 

footpath. These younger trees are developing a good form and shape and are 

becoming a feature in this street environment, the use of a variety of species in 

the street responds to the nature and character of the built form. As these 

trees mature they will become landmarks within this subdivision, but as they 

currently stand they do not qualify for exceptional tree status due to their 

immaturity at this stage. 

 

10.12 I consider that appropriate, healthy trees that reach the 6m height threshold in 

the street environment provide significant amenity and landscape value to the 

urban environment and should be protected. 

 

10.13 Regardless of their height and in order to protect significant trees in the public 

realm and capture a wider variety of form and shape of tree species;  such as 

the flowering cherry trees in Hagley Park which clearly fall short of the 

proposed height criteria, in my opinion an additional dimension should be 

added to the criteria for protection namely girth. This should include a girth 

(measured 500mm above the ground) greater than 600mm, as included in 

5C.7.3.3 Rules: Trees B Trees on Roads and Unzoned Land (a), City of 

Auckland – District Plan updated 18/01/2013. 
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11. CONSIDERATION OF SITE SPECIFIC ISSUES 

 

11.1 I have assessed the specific relief sought by submitters and further submitters, 

insofar as it relates to my area of expertise.   

 

Submission No. 3233 for Peterborough Village Incorporated Society 

 

11.2 The submitter supports the scheduled protection of significant trees within and 

around the village, for example the 3 Lime Trees scheduled on Manchester 

Street T243-T245. They seek that they be recognised for their exceptional 

landscape and heritage value. The submitter also suggest other trees within 

the village, such as those on the St Lukes site and the Poplar Avenue along 

the river between Manchester Street and Madras Street justify scheduling. 

 

11.3 Trees in the private realm have already been identified as Exceptional Trees in 

the Proposed notified plan under the CTEM assessment criteria. A request for 

a landscape and visual assessment of further trees in the private realm, in 

Manchester Street and the St. Luke’s site will require agreement and 

permission from the land owner for this assessment to be undertaken. A 

landscape and visual assessment of the trees in the public realm will be 

undertaken as soon as possible to determine the Exceptional Tree status of 

the Poplar Avenue between Manchester and Madras Street. 

 

Submission No. 3641 from Lindsay Carswell 

 

11.4 Mr Carswell seeks that the Stanmore Road Weeping Elm (Stanmore New 

World, 300 Stanmore Road) be retained as a listed/significant tree and to be 

included in Appendix 9.4.5.1 Schedule of Significant Trees (Christchurch City 

and Banks Peninsula). 

 

11.5 Trees in the private realm have already been identified as Exceptional Trees in 

the Proposed notified plan under the STEM+ assessment criteria. A request 

for a landscape and visual assessment of further tree in the private realm, at 

300 Stanmore Road, will require agreement and permission from the land 

owner for this assessment to be undertaken. 
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Jennifer Florence Moore 

3 December 2015 


