
From: Greg <gimolloy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, 3 July 2016 12:29 p.m.
To: Chch Plan - Info
Subject: Submission - Significant Tree - Tree Number T462

Reference, your letter dated 24 June, titled:

Topic 9.4 – Significant Trees – Your Tree Number T462: Arbutus unedo (Irish Strawberry Tree) – at 2/4 Brockworth Place

Thank you for your letter advising of the re-inclusion of the referenced tree in the scheduled list, and invitation to comment or object to this. I am writing to do so.

I am Gregory Ian Molloy, the owner (along with my wife Frances Molloy) of 2/4 Brockworth Place, Riccarton. Our postal address is 15 Hogarth Rise, West Harbour,
Auckland 0618.

I was pleased to receive the letter from Christchurch City Council dated 4 August 2015, advising that “our” tree was to be removed from the Schedule of Significant
Trees, because this would enable us to maintain the tree, as we saw fit, more easily and cheaply, without the complication and expense of having to by means of
application to the CCC, and then if necessary negotiating what was to happen and who was to do it. We would also then have been able to dispose of the tree, if at
some stage in the future we chose to do so (That is not our current intention, but would be good to have that option). It was nice that we would have been able to
decide for ourselves what to do with the tree, and to be able to trim or prune it more easily and as often as required, to both keep the tree in good condition, and
 reduce the undesirable impacts of the tree on our property. For these reasons we still wish that the tree is not included in the Schedule, and I will reiterate them:

      1. The tree is close to our property. Branches grow towards it, especially of consequence are branches that grow by and over the second level bedroom
balcony, blocking the sun and view, and causing berries and other debris to fall on the balcony (where they can be walked inside), and onto the roof where
they can obstruct the guttering. This can be mitigated by regular and sympathetic pruning and trimming, which also enhances the look of the tree, but
doing so is more complicated when the tree is listed. This is because the more complex and expensive process involved in applying for, and getting
consent, to prune the tree, means that it is done less regularly, and hence is more significant and brutal when it does. We would like to be able to prune
the tree, when and how we thought it necessary, without reference to anyone else. That would make it more convenient, easier, and cheaper for us;
improve our property environment; and, I think, be better for the tree.

      2. Reviewing the tree assessment attached to the letter of 4 August, it would seem the tree did not rate particularly highly, so that listing for special
protection or treatment was not warranted. In general, it seemed to score slightly above average for Condition Evaluation; slightly below average for
Landscape Evaluation and Environmental and Ecological Evaluation; and did not rate at all for Exceptional Evaluation. In summary, it seems there is
nothing special about the tree.

       3. While it is not our intention to do so at the moment, we would like to have the right to remove the tree at some point in the future, should we decide to
do so, for whatever reason. Would be nice to have that option, consistent with a general property ownership desire, to be able to decide for ourselves
what to do with our own property.

A further point: whilst we (my wife and I) are registered as the owners of the property on which the tree is, and hence its owners, that is not strictly correct. Our unit is
one of seven which make up Body Corporate 63104. The tree is in fact on Common Property of the Body Corporate (our unit is the closest one to the tree, and the
most affected by it). I shall forward this email to Martin Wakefield Ltd, who act as Secretary of the Body Corporate. They may approach you on this, especially if a
direct attendance to the panel is necessary (I would not wish to come down from Auckland to do this, particularly since they are based in Christchurch. But hoping this
matter can be dealt with without personal attendance). Please reply to me in first instance.

Again, thank you for your letter, and the consideration for our interests conveyed in it, which are much appreciated. Look forward to hearing from you.

With regards,

Greg Molloy

gimolloy@hotmail.com
Home (09) 416 7244
Cellphone (021) 1026 725
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