
From: Rob Seddon-Smith <rob@heihei.pegasus.net.nz>
Sent: Tuesday, 5 July 2016 10:43 p.m.
To: Chch Plan - Info
Subject: URGENT - Scheduled trees at 11 Campbell Street
Attachments: tree submission.pdf

Dear Sirs

Please find attached a copy of our submission as regards the scheduled trees at 11 Campbell Street.

We feel that we have demonstrated very clearly that the trees do not meet the criteria for scheduling and should be removed from the schedule.

If you agree having read the submission and the trees are to be removed from the schedule then we have no reason to be heard.

If you feel you need more information to make a decision or feel that the trees should remain scheduled, please contact us as we should be pleased to make a personal
submission to the Independent Hearings Panel if you would like further information.

As you may be aware, the property is to be auctioned on 08.07.2016 and it would be very helpful and go a long way to mitigating the harm done by the lack of communication
earlier in the year if a decision could be made today.
Your efforts to expedite this matter are appreciated.

Yours sincerely

Dr Robert Seddon-Smith
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11 Campbell Street
Sumner

Christchurch
05/07/2106

Dear Sirs

Thank you for the opportunity to present information concerning the matter of the protection currently applying to the 
Pin Oak and Canary Island Palm (the trees) at 11 Campbell Street.

It is our contention that the trees are not appropriate for ongoing protection and form this opinion having regard to the 
Christchurch City Council (CCC) District Plan criteria for tree protection:

1.  Historic value;
2.  Scientific or botanical value;
3.  Position in the landscape;
4. Cultural/social/spiritual/recreational significance;
5.  Size;
6.  Age;
7.  Form, condition;
8.  Suitability in relation to setting;
9.  Functional value.

With reference to the above criteria:

1.  The trees have no specific historic value, they are simply garden plantings.

2.  The trees are of common species and not of any scientific or botanical value.

3.  The trees are located in the middle of a tightly developed block and on a backslope heading towards the rear of 
Sumner.  This means that they are invisible from seawards of Campbell Street due to the lie of the land and are only 
visible in part from Campbell Street and Duncan Street due to buildings and other plantings.  Where the trees are more 
visible, it is only in gaps between buildings and then the trees are placed against the backdrop of Clifton Hill thus 
contributing little.  There is scope for additional development of the block with the result that the trees would tend to 
become less visible over time.  This is evidenced by the new 2 storey development at 16 A Denman Street.

4.  As garden plantings, the trees have such significance only to the owner of the property on which they stand.

5.  The trees are not of exceptional size.  They are large because they are old, but not exceptional in any way.

6.  The trees are not old.  They were planted in the 1930s by the then owner of the property.

7.  The form and condition of the Pin Oak is poor.  It has been over-thinned in the past with noticeable lions-tailing of 
the main branches.  It has a lop-sided appearance due to past limb-loss on the Eastern side of the tree and there is an 
area of rot at the base with associated borer incursion which has developed in the last 3 years.  The Canary Island palm 
leans Eastward but is of good conformation.

8.  Neither tree would be permitted to grow to the current size today.  They cast excessive shade on 6B St Leonard's 
Square and are oversize for a domestic garden setting.  Both are overlarge and inappropriate in their positions.

9  Neither treee performs any function other than as garden plantings.

In addition to the specific criteria referenced from the Distric Plan, we would also comment:

a.  The trees are not notable.

The location of the trees makes them difficult to notice.  They are part of a the backdrop for a small part of Sumner but 
they tend to blend in with all the other plantings in the area and do not stand out in any way.  They are not used as 
landmarks and few people would know they are there.
Similarly, the trees are particularly hard to see from moving vehicles as they are only readily spotted when specifically 
sought in the landscape.

b.  The trees have a limited expected service life.
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Trees are not immortal.  The existing evidence of decay in the Pin Oak in particular suggests that it is likely to require 
removal sooner rather than later.

c.  Trees have been removed from Sumner without a detrimental effect on the environment.

We would draw attention to the removal of a historic planting from the Sumner Scout Hut and the 'Sumner Christmas 
Tree' Norfolk Pine from 10 Wakefield avenue.  Both of these were truly notable trees but not deemed appropriate for 
ongoing protection.

Overall, we consider that ongoing protection of these trees is Contrary to the Resource Management Act as amended in 
2009 and 2013, which provisions led to the ending of blanket protection of trees.

Yours faithfully

Mrs S. Seddon-Smith
Dr. R. Seddon-Smith

36


