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1. INTRODUCTION 

 
1.1 My full name is Trevor Royce Partridge. My experience and qualifications are 

set out in my evidence in chief dated 2 December 2015.  

 

1.2 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 has agreed to me giving expert 

evidence on its behalf in accordance with my duties under the Code of 

Conduct. 

 

2. SCOPE 

 

2.1 My rebuttal evidence is provided in response to the evidence in chief filed by 

the following submitters on 29 September 2015: 

 

(a) Judith Roper-Lindsay for Fulton Hogan Limited (#3482); and  

(b) Simon Miller for Fulton Hogan Limited (#3482). 

 

2.2 The above witnesses provided evidence in relation to submissions seeking 

removal of kowhai trees at Templeton Golf Course from the schedule of 

significant trees. 

 

3. KOWHAI TREES AT TEMPLETON GOLF COURSE 

 

Dr Judith Roper-Lindsay  

 

3.1 At paragraph 126, Dr Roper-Lindsay states that "No prostrate kowhai at Pound 

Road are listed in the pRDP Appendix 9.4.5.1". I note that this exclusion is 

because prostrate kowhai (Sophora prostrata) is not a tree, but a low shrub of 

up to 2m tall (Flora of New Zealand Vol. 1. 1960), and therefore does not 

qualify for listing in the Appendix.  

 

3.2 Small-leaved kowhai (Sophora microphylla) qualifies as a tree, and hybrids 

may also qualify depending on their stature. 



27179252_1.doc                 2 

 

 

3.3 At paragraph 129 of her evidence, Dr Roper-Lindsay challenges my 

categorisation of the status of small-leaved kowhai as 'locally uncommon' 

rather than 'locally rare'.  I note that if I had categorised them as 'locally rare', 

that would have constituted an even stronger reason for their qualification for 

listing. My use of the term 'locally uncommon' requires some explanation in 

regard to ecological context, which I set out below.  

 

3.4 Small-leaved kowhai (Sophora microphylla) is relatively common on the Port 

Hills, Banks Peninsula and Canterbury Foothills in the wider ecological 

context. It has also has been abundantly planted on the Canterbury Plains as 

both an important constituent of gardens and in restoration projects. However, 

in natural situations, plants (such as the small-leaved kowhai) that are a 

constituent of the tiny remaining fragments of the dryland savannah that once 

dominated the plains are to be regarded as something exceptional in a 

botanical sense as they are there without the hand of man as all the others 

that have been planted are. As a species it is locally uncommon in the wild as 

small-leaved kowhai occurs in a range of habitats. In the context of original 

non-planted specimens in the Canterbury Plains dryland situation they are 

locally rare. Therefore in the regional context of habitat differences and 

planting the original small-leaved kowhais at Templeton Golf Course and other 

dryland savannah sites can in my opinion be regarded as 'locally rare'. 

 

3.5 In response to Dr Roper-Lindsay's statement at paragraph 130 that there is no 

direct reference to the Exceptional Botanical Value Criteria in the 'Botanist 

Report' I prepared for the City Arborist, Shane Moohan, I record that the 

purpose of that report was to provide information about the botanical values of 

these trees, and not to make an assessment for value criteria. 

 

3.6 I disagree with Dr Roper-Lindsay's evidence at paragraph 131. First, in regard 

to the population of naturally-occurring population of small-leaved kowhai at 

Halkett that Dr Roper-Lindsay refers to, the difference with that population is 

that it covers a larger area, making the concentration of kowhai trees at 

Templeton Golf Course something unusual. There are also more kowhai trees 

at McLeans Island but over a vast area.  

 

3.7 I disagree with Dr Roper-Lindsay's evidence at paragraphs 132 and 133, 

which questions the age of the kowhai trees at Templeton Golf Course. Her 
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evidence relies on the situation Godley et al. (2009) describe for populations 

close to Waimakariri River, which they consider are young and therefore 

remnant.  

 

3.8 The Templeton Golf Course is a long way from the areas at McLeans Island 

and west of Chattertons Road and on a more dynamic landform suggesting 

that until the stopbanks were constructed this area was regularly flooded. But 

at Templeton Golf Course, the kowhai trees are large and gnarled multi-

stemmed specimens suggesting both age and survival from periods of floods. 

Therefore I consider that estimates of age of the trees at Templeton Golf 

Course cannot be based upon the status of trees closer to Waimakariri River  I 

therefore disagree with the assertion, based on other populations, that the 

plants at Templeton Golf Course are not remnants from post-European times. 

Indeed at paragraph 139 of her evidence, Dr Roper-Lindsay states that 'I 

agree with Dr Partridge (and Simon Miller) that the kowhai trees at Templeton 

are "old", probably in the region of 150 years old'. 

 

Simon Miller 

 

3.9 At paragraph 17, Mr Miller refers to the evidence of Edward Sard, Appendix B 

which he states confirms none of the kowhai trees at Templeton "have an 

estimated service life of greater than 20 years". The concept of 'service life' for 

arboricultural assessment covers the time that trees are in good health and 

fulfilling landscape and amenity roles. This concept has no usage in an 

ecological context where trees perform a role throughout their natural lifetimes.   

Such a concept has therefore been developed for planted specimens where 

decline is seen as undesirable, the end of the usefulness as specimens, and 

often results in their removal. For trees growing in natural situations such as 

forest and savannah, decline is part of a natural process and is not used as a 

reason for reduction in status or removal. Therefore, this number should not be 

interpreted as a potential life of the tree. Furthermore, for the kowhai trees at 

Templeton, there are signs of repeated re-sprouting from near the base 

indicating a form of longevity beyond the stems that are there now.  
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3.10 In summary, for the reasons set out above in response to Dr Roper-Lindsay 

and Mr Miller, I remain of the opinion that the kowhai trees are botanically 

significant and warrant protection.  

 

 

 

 

Trevor Royce Partridge 

18 December 2015 


