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Name:   Jill Hawkey - Executive Director - Christchurch Methodist Mission 

Address:  231A Matsons Avenue, Papanui.  Christchurch 8542 

Property Address: WesleyCare 91 Harewood Road, Papanui. Christchurch 8542 

Property Owner: Christchurch Methodist Mission 

Attend Panel:  Would like to attend before Panel and speak if required. 

 

Christchurch Methodist Mission – WesleyCare Hospital and Resthome 

91 Harewood Road, Papanui . Christchurch 8542 

Reasons for our opposition to Submission number 3700 

Topic 9.4 Significant Tree on site - T700: Ulmus Procera - English Elm  

 

Below is outlined a timeline of our efforts and reasons why we are opposed to Submission Number 

3700. 

 

Our general concern over a number of years is the size of the English Elm tree sandwiched between 

two of our hospital wings. It is in a very close proximity to both wings – no more than 3-4m from 

bedrooms. Over the past years the rooting system is slowly pushing the tree further out and 

upwards of the surrounding area. The tree also is leaning to the south. We have also on two 

occasions had tree branches (not rotten ones) blown off during some stronger winds. Smaller 

branches/debris continually blow onto the roofs during most moderate and high winds. 

October 2014 – received letter from CCC regarding a planned Review of Assessment of Protected 

Trees at 91 Harewood Road 

11 November 2014 – Spoke to Shane Moohan (CCC) regarding letter and the fact that the Methodist 

Mission was concerned for our resident’s safety because of the size and proximity of one of the 

protected trees (English Elm) between two of our hospital wings. A branch had fallen from the tree. 

Shane advised that he would organise someone to come out and assess the tree. 

13 November 2014 – Michael Ostash (CCC) visited site. He advised that the tree was in good 

condition and showed no signs of being rotten or any rooting problems. Also that he could see no 

reason for the protection order to be removed.  

14 July 2015 – I submitted a resource consent form with the council for permission to trim protected 

trees which was approved.  

August 2015 – City Care was contracted and completed the general pruning of all 3 protected trees 

which included any dead or potentially unsafe branches. 

August 2015 – Received letter from CCC advising that the assessment of protected trees had been 

completed and that our previously listed trees were not proposed for listing on the new plan (later 

in 2016). Our understanding of this was that when the new schedule came into effect our trees 

would not be on the protected list. 
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20 April 2016 – Spoke to Shane Moohan to query when the new district plan was likely to take effect 

as we had recently had another incident of a branch being blown off our English Elm tree. He advised 

that things had changed and that the protection orders would likely be remaining on our trees. He 

said that I should contact Shane Ball (Independent Hearings Panel for District Planning) to provide a 

submission from us as to why we would want the protection order lifted. In the meantime he would 

arrange a person to visit the site and re-inspect the English Elm tree. 

20 April 2016 – John Thornton rang from CCC to advise that he spoken with Shane Moohan and he 

would organise someone to visit site. 

21 April – Rang Richard Hall – Independent Hearings Panel. He said that the council had done a U 

turn on what was outlined in  the correspondence received in August 2015 indicating that the 

protection order on our 3 trees would be lifted. The Council had also failed to properly inform 

interested parties of the policy change. Richard emailed submission form for us to complete. 

6 May 2016 - Submitted a Stage Three Further Submission Form to Ch. Ch. City Council with reasons 

for opposing Submission 3700. 

18 May 2016 – John Thornton rang from CCC to advise that he had visited the site recently to view 

the tree and surroundings. He indicated that the tree appeared to be healthy and in very good 

condition and well structured. I voiced what our concerns were. He said that as long as maintenance 

on the tree was carried out to remove dead or loose branches then there was no reason for the tree 

not to remain in its position.  

18 May 2016 – Shane Moohan visited site. Inspected tree and emailed his report on the trees 

condition. He advised that the Council had, in 2015, forwarded a recommendation to the District 

Planning that the protected trees list be re-evaluated and that a number of trees that did not meet 

their required standard would be removed from the list. Our trees were some of those to be 

removed from that list – hence the letter received dated 15th August 2015. He reported that the  

Civic Trust did not agree with the standard set by the Council and forwarded a submission for a 

higher standard to be set which our trees then fell into so were re-included onto the protected tree 

list. Shane did indicate that there may be an easier road and more lenient approach to procuring 

rights enabling the pruning of protected trees in the future. 
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