
The Secretariat, I.H.P.        Fifield Trust 

C.C.C.          14 Hawford Road, Opawa 

          Trustee: Ted (Edward) Adams 

8th July 2016         Ph: (03) 3371086 

 

Hi, 

           

Six days ago we received an amended notice regarding 14 of our significant trees that had been removed from the 

schedule (letter dated 4/8/15) but were about to be added back on to it. 

This amended notice/letter (dated 29/6/16) advised us that if we have concerns or oppose the re-introduction of 

these 14 listed trees to the schedule, we should contact the Secretariat, I.H.P. by 3 pm on Friday 8th July. 

 

We do indeed have some concerns regarding the re-introduction of these trees to the schedule, but unfortunately 

have not been able to prepare/present our case by this deadline for 3 main reasons: - 

- Six days notice is too short for us at the best of times when it involves such a complicated issue as this, and we 

currently have many maintenance projects on our earthquake damaged house which have to take 1st priority 

whenever the weather permits.  E.g: roof leaks, spouting repairs, weather proofing, tree maintenance (during 

their dormant period) and clearing up after every strong wind (fallen branches etc). 

- Each listed tree is a separate case involving different considerations (although many in the row of Horizontal 

Elms of course have major similarities).  (Many of these differences/factors will have been taken into account 

by the person who physically assessed the trees last year.)   

As each tree affects us in different ways and to a different extent, it will take me the best part of a fortnight to 

put forward a presentable case for each of the 14 trees. 

- I turn 69 in a month's time and am currently battling a few health issues, and have slowed down considerably.  

Living on the pension and paying over $7,600 p.a. in rates means we can't afford to pay for tradesmen for 

something I have the expertise and equipment do myself (albeit slowly).  As a result I can only spare an hour or 

so each day towards the mammoth undertaking of preparing and/or presenting our case.  

 

In the meantime, here is the gist of our case: - 

 

Many of the trees on the property are well over 100 yrs old and have been sadly neglected during Mum's tenure of 

the property - some are badly distorted or lop-sided.  Now that Mum has passed away and I've taken over the 

running of the estate I have an awfully large backlog of well overdue maintenance work to do on both the house 

and the grounds - the house was built in 1880 and there are well over 100 trees on the property. 

   

Many of the trees you propose adding back to the schedule are: - 

- Well 'Passed their used by date' and are collapsing outwards or have grown badly out of shape (e.g. one of the 

Eng. Oaks; 4 of the Horizontal Elms; etc…) 

- Or allowed to get too high and out of shape, which is: 

a) causing the main frame work of (lower) branches to die back and rot owing to the dense shade from the 

upper branches (e.g. the row of horizontal elms) 

b) shading the adjacent tree(s), some of which are significant, but suffering greatly: e.g. the Pin (or Red?) Oak 

is completely shading one significant Walnut and a heritage rhodo (which isn't on the list); it's also fast 

encroaching on another significant Walnut and one of the Cedars, and is about to over-shadow the listed 

Red Beech. It is increasing in both height and spread at an alarming rate. 

c) Significantly shading the house/living area: e.g. the two large Cedars have been completely shading the 

main North veranda each winter, and partially shading it in spring and autumn, which means we haven't 

had the full use our lovely veranda to get some sun on us in winter when we need it most, and the house is 

correspondingly colder.  These are major issues for us. 

In my teens it was my job to prune the Horizontal Elms in the driveway to maintain their Umbrella/sun shade 

shape/format so that they didn't grow too high and shade the lower branches forming the main framework of the 

tree.  They have been completely neglected since I left home in the late 60's and now they look more like a pagoda 

forest than the continuous spreading green canopy intended by the original landscape designer.  
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Four of them (nearest the house end of the row) are very stunted, being completely one sided, with no growth on 

the South side but plenty of growth/height (and weight) to the North. 

 

Summary: - 

We love our trees and they are the main attraction/feature of the grounds, and these are not decisions to be made on 

paper (and without negotiation) by those who haven't examined each tree in situ and weighed up how much it will 

or is already affecting the quality of life for the occupier and neighbours.  When this was last done, (i.e. last year) 

they ended up being removed from the schedule. 

These trees were fantastic up till about 50 yrs ago when I was a boy. I knew and loved every one of them and even 

went on to study horticulture at Lincoln College (now University). 

However we need to be free to maintain and look after them properly according to best horticultural practice, care 

and understanding (and common sense) and we simply cannot afford to employ professional arborists or pay for 

endless resource consents in order to maintain them properly. 

 

Our Main Concern: - 

Just over 5 years ago the property was (against our better judgement) placed on the market and attracted wide 

interest.  Of the 9 offers submitted, none would have kept the house, and only 1 buyer was interested in keeping a 

reasonable number of the trees, which illustrates why (I believe) that we are the trees' best advocates (unless of 

course the property was turned into a reserve).   

But we need to be given time, and the freedom to do the overdue maintenance work on our trees (including most of 

those under discussion) to reduce their interference with our quality of life, which also decreases the attractiveness 

of this place to our children/successors so they become less enthusiastic about taking over the baton/this place in the 

not too distant future. 

We need considerably more time to prepare and/or present our case, so the purpose of this letter is to (in the 

meantime) register our strong objection to having ALL of these trees added back to the schedule. 

 

Thanks for your time. 

Regards, 

 

Ted Adams  

(Trustee - Fifield Trust - 14 Hawford Road) 
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