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May it please the Hearing Panel 

1. John Robert Stalker hereby applies to the Christchurch Replacement 

District Plan Hearing Panel (Panel) for leave to lodge a late further 

submission on the submission of the Christchurch Civic Trust (Civic 

Trust, submitter 3700) in respect of Stage 3, Chapter 9, Topic 9.4, 

in particular the Schedule of Significant Trees. 

2. The grounds for the application are as follows: 

2.1. The Civic Trust’s submission sought (amongst other things) 

the reassessment of Appendix 9.4.5.1: Schedule of 

Significant Trees, as notified;   

2.2. The submission did not identify any specific trees to be re-

assessed for inclusion in the schedule; 

2.3. As a result of that submission (and other aligned submissions 

e.g. 3211: H Lowe and 3618: B Cadwallader) and following 

mediation, a number of trees (approximately 800) that had 

not been notified in Appendix 9.4.5.1 were rescheduled as 

significant trees;   

2.4. This included two common lime trees (T897 and T898), 

which are contained in Mr Stalker’s property at 4/9 (or 9C) 

Ludecke Place, Upper Riccarton; 

2.5. Mr Stalker had been preparing a resource consent application 

for the delisting of those trees from the Operative 

Christchurch City Plan schedule because of issues the trees’ 

roots were causing to Mr Stalker’s dwelling and pipes, along 

with other issues such as shading and the depositing of 

material on the roof of his house; 

2.6. The resource consent application was not lodged due to the 

receipt of notice that the trees would not be listed under the 

Christchurch Replacement District Plan (CRDP), following an 

assessment that found they did not merit specific protection 

as significant trees; 

2.7. Mr Stalker has received no notice of the relisting of the trees 

and no material has been able to be identified that explains 



 

 

why it was decided, presumably at mediation, to reschedule 

these particular trees; 

2.8. Mr Stalker discovered that the trees had been relisted when 

contacting the Council to ask about progress on the CRDP 

and the notified Schedule; 

2.9. Mr Stalker does not believe that there are any relevant or 

reasonable grounds for the rescheduling of these trees and 

seeks that the decision to do so be reversed; 

2.10. There appears no reason why Mr Stalker should be required 

to await a further resource consent process to achieve an 

outcome that experts appointed by the Council determined 

was appropriate; and 

2.11. Therefore, the Council’s original decision to delist should be 

confirmed. 

3. The outcome reached at mediation has prejudiced Mr Stalker. There 

would be no prejudice to the Civic Trust or other aligned submitters 

if Mr Stalker was given the opportunity to be heard on his further 

submission. 

4. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that the Panel is able to grant 

leave for the late lodging of Mr Stalker’s further submission.  

 

Dated:  29 February 2016 

 

Signed:   

A J Schulte 

Counsel for John Robert Stalker 


