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1 My full name is Bradley Graham Cadwallader. I am a self-employed consultant arborist, based 

in Nelson. I have been in this role since 2006. 

2 I submitted evidence in relation to the above on 14 December 2015. This brief is 

supplementary to that evidence in chief given.  My qualifications and undertaking to comply 

with the expert practice note are contained in that brief.  I adhere to that undertaking. 

3 My evidence in chief was critical of the Christchurch City Council’s approach to identifying 

significant trees and the resulting list of trees identified in the Proposed Replacement District 

Plan.  I had proposed some resolutions to the methodology.  

4 Since filing my evidence in chief I have attended further mediation sessions with the 

Christchurch City Council, during which agreement was reached regarding a means of 

adjusting the methodology’s assessment criteria for the identification of trees and adding a 

number of trees to the list of significant trees on private land as a result of that.   

5 I am aware that the witnesses for the Christchurch City Council will file rebuttal evidence that 

sets out that resolution. 

6 Although I do not resile from my evidence in chief regarding the problems I saw with the initial 

assessment methodology and resulting list, the adjustments agreed to with the Council go 

sufficiently far towards addressing my concerns that they will render it unnecessary to resolve 

the differences I have with my colleagues giving evidence for the Council, with respect to 

significant trees on private property. I shall however be available to assist the Panel with any 

explanation it may require as to the appropriateness of the adjustments as agreed.  

7 The submitters for whom I appear have maintained their submissions with respect to the 

importance of trees to the overall character of Christchurch and the consequent importance of 

listing significant trees. They also maintain their support for the suite of Objectives, Policies 

and Rules contained in Chapter 9.4, as notified, except where alternate relief has been 

requested through their submissions. I maintain my evidence-in-chief as it addresses these 

matters 

8 I also made observations, in paragraphs 130-132 (pp 27-28) of my evidence-in-chief, with 

respect to the arboricultural evidence of Simon Miller (for Fulton Hogan), regarding the 

differentiation between “significant” and “exceptional” values. Again, I shall be available to 

assist the Panel with any explanation it may require with respect to these matters.  

9 I also support the assessment and conclusions of David James (Submission 5076, Hadfield) 

with respect to the heritage elm tree at 300 Stanmore Road, which accord with my own view, 

having inspected the tree. 
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Dated 18 December 2015 

 

 

Bradley Cadwallader 

 


