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Rebuttal Statement of Lady Stewart, Barbara; Submission 3270, 9.4 Significant Trees 

Rebuttal Statement: 

 

1 I wish to amend my Statement of 10 December 2015, with respect to the concluding 

paragraph 7.2 where I noted that: 

“In addition to this statement, I have joined with other submitters who have raised similar points 

and the evidence of Mr Brad Cadwallader (arborist), Ms Diane Lucas (landscape architect) and 

Ms Helen Lowe (planner) addresses the full intent of my submission from the expert 

perspective.” 

2 I understand that others among the submitters referenced in 7.2 (namely Submissions 

3700, 3211, 3618, 3618, 3566, 3233, 3287, and 3278) have attended mediation sessions 

with the Christchurch City Council, during which agreement was reached regarding the 

Council’s identification of trees, adding a number of trees to the list of significant trees on 

private land as a result. 

3 Although I believe this is a step in the right direction, I still wish to speak to my full 

submission with respect to retention of the current register of Heritage/Notable Trees 

(Appendix 4 of the Operative District Plan), particularly as it relates to trees on private 

property. Accordingly, I will not be relying on the evidence of Mr Brad Cadwallader 

(arborist), Ms Diane Lucas (landscape architect) and Ms Helen Lowe (planner) in terms 

of the full intent of my submission.  

4 The evidence of Ms McKeever of Eliot Sinclair (Submissions #928, #1420 & #3701.) 

seeks the ability to make it easier to apply to have trees that have historically been 

protected as part of subdivision consent removed, unless they are listed on the register. I 

believe Ms McKeever’s approach illustrates the importance of retaining Appendix 4 

(ODP) intact, and actively assessing and adding new trees that are considered worthy, as a 

vital part of retaining Christchurch’s urban character.  

5 In line with my submission and statement of 10 December, I consider this more important 

than ever as an integral part of post-earthquake regeneration and renewal—particularly if 

the “new” city we are all striving to create is to be liveable both now and into the future. 

We all have enough to contend with from the earthquakes without the rebuild being 

something that is solely about “bricks and mortar” on “scorched earth.” 



2 
Rebuttal Statement of Lady Stewart, Barbara; Submission 3270, 9.4 Significant Trees 

 

 

Barbara Stewart, QSO 

 

18 December 2015 


