
From: Ed Cook <edcook@xtra.co.nz>
Sent: Wednesday, 6 July 2016 10:32 a.m.
To: Chch Plan - Info
Subject: Significant trees 27 Glandovey Rd - concerns with process.

Dear Secretariat,

Thankyou for your letter dated 29 June 2016.

I am Edward John Cook, the owner of the affected property 27 Glandovey Rd, Fendalton, Christchurch, and second generation caretaker of the affected trees.

I have a number of concerns, and agree with the independent hearings panel that the process is unfair for the following reasons:

a) after 2 six month periods of in-council process, the affected property owners have been given just 5 working days to respond. This is inappropriate as there is
potential for recipients to miss the deadline if away for any reason. Personally I have only just returned from a 3 week overseas work trip. Five days notice does
not allow time to research the issue, or to prepare supportive evidence.

b) the list of trees supplied includes only 7 trees in a group of 9, forming an avenue. I have no way of telling which 7 of the 9 trees are affected, as no map was
supplied, only tree numbers which mean nothing to me. A number of these trees have been assessed to have less than 10 years remaining life. Some are clearly
very unhealthy and nearing collapse.

c) no reason has been given for re-including any these trees. Therefore its difficult to prepare a response.

The consultant arborist that catalogued the property on behalf of the council identified that many of the trees are in significant poor health due to stress and a
dieback disease, and some have a very limited lifespan. I remain committed to the protection these trees and their growing environment as they are a major
visual asset to both the property and street. However because of their rapid dieback disease, which cause whole limbs to die back in a very short timeframe, these
affected trees shed whole limbs, large branches and trailerloads of debris following any major wind event. They often pose a significant risk to visitors to my
property, and to my immediate neighbors. Removing these trees from the list allows my arborists and I to manage their decay, and removal of dead limbs, without
the repetitive and costly task of applying for resource consent.

d) The most effective way to protect the trees would be to give me access to council funded arborist support, to promote their health and longevity, and to
identify the cause of the dieback, whether fungal or otherwise. The creation of a long term plan to manage their health or natural decline, without punitive costs
and conditions imposed without stakeholders consent.

e) I propose that any tree included in the CCC significant tree protection plan, actually receive pro-active professional council funded arborist consultation and
owner help. The only way a protection plan can be effective in its goals is to create an active support environment to tree caretakers/owners, and engage with
them in co-operative, meaningful, relationships, as demonstrated by the successful QE II National Trust.

In reality, the majority of the care and protection of these trees is in my hands. I water them, fertilise their environment, attend to dying limbs, gather autumn
leaves, compost and return that to the garden. I negotiate with neighbours who want to remove overhanging healthy branches to stop their cars and gardens
looking untidy, and educate neighbours about taking care of root sytems when they dig up their driveways. A protection plan needs to include support for the
stakeholder too.

I am happy to attend the panel and speak my concerns. I will wish to call on the experienced consultant arborist for TreeCare that undertook the recent
inspections, as he demonstrated a good understanding of the issues facing these particular trees.

Yours Sincerely,

Mr EJP Cook.

Owner and Caretaker.
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