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1 My full name is Diane Jean Lucas. I am a landscape architect with Lucas Associates, based in 

Christchurch. I founded this practice in 1979. 

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 

trees that were significant for their landscape contribution and the resulting list of trees 

identified in the Proposed Replacement District Plan.   

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 significant 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 

list of significant trees and the assessment method that underpinned it, the adjustments 

agreed with the Council sufficiently address my concerns as to render it unnecessary to 

resolve differences I have with my colleagues giving evidence for the Council. 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 

recognition of the value of significant 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.  I maintain my 

evidence-in-chief as it addresses these matters.  

8 There is no further landscape architecture evidence with respect to Chapter 9.4, additional to 

that of the Council’s evidence-in-chief to which I have already responded, that I consider 

requires rebuttal evidence in terms of those matters set out in Paragraph 7.  
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Dated 18 December 2015 

 

 

Diane Lucas 

 


