




From: bkssmith@vodafone.co.nz
Sent: Monday, 5 September 2016 12:32 p.m.
To: Chch Plan - Info
Cc: Richard Ball
Subject: Re: Trees at 88C Clyde Road / T567 and T568 / NCHT 61
Attachments: 20160905_120807.jpg; 20160905_120751.jpg

Dear Secretariat - we seek leave to file further information in relation to tree T567 and seek to have the tree removed from the protected schedule.  I outline the
reasons below and although we realise this is very late, we would appreciate the Panel considering our request.

1.   We went overseas on the 30th of June and did not return until the 9th of August.

2.   The letter from the Independent Hearings Panel advising us that it had been overlooked was dated 29th June (the last day we had mail delivered was June 28).   As
we put our mail on hold until our return, we were completely unaware that the Dutch Elm (T567) had been added.

3.   Appendix D dated 26th July recommends that the Dutch Elm be removed from the schedule as it "Does not meet new criteria and has no identified exceptional
values".  To see it included in the latest schedule sent out last week took us completely by surprise.

4.  Obviously had we known we had to make a submission for its removal from the schedule, we would have done so when we were at the Hearing on the 10th of
August.  Given that we have the same problems (and potentially worse!) it doesn't make sense that we wouldn't have done so.

5.  We have exactly the same problems with the Dutch Elm as the Lime - it also is compromising the deck and house.   In fact, we had to cut the deck and a support
beam for the house a couple of years ago as it was pushing against the side wall and we couldn't open our ranch-slider.  The attached photos show the damage by it's
enchroachment on the house.

I know it is very late now in this process but I feel that we have to do whatever we can for its removal from the schedule.

Regards

Karilyn & Bruce Smith

On 02/09/2016 16:59, Richard Ball wrote:

Hi Karilyn

From what I can see there are two listed trees on your property of which you objected to the relisting of one. The CCC closing submission is recommending that
the tree you submitted on (T568, the lime) be removed from the list (ie the CCC accepts your submission).

While it appears the CCC did make an error (show tree T567 as deleted in its evidence of 29 July) you had not previously submitted on that tree. If you wished to
object to the listing of T567, the Dutch Elm, the correct time to do that was when you made your earlier submission.

For the Panel to consider your views on the Dutch Elm you needed to make a submission on that tree (which you do not appear to have done). With the hearings
now completed and closing submissions filed, I suggest there little to be done other than await the Panel’s decision, which will confirm the status of both trees.

If it were earlier in the process, prior to the hearings, and there was a reason why you had not been able to submit on T567,  I would have recommended you seek
leave from the Panel to file a late submission. At this stage, however, it would be very late in the process for the Panel to accept a late submission. Moreover, the
error in the Council’s evidence of 29 July does not (in my opinion) provide any grounds for a late submission because submissions closed well before then (your
submission on the Lime was filed on 29 June - a month earlier).

Sorry I am not able to give you more encouragement re the Dutch Elm but at least the CCC is supporting your submission on the Lime.

If you wish to discuss further, please give me a call.

Kind regards
Richard

Richard Ball | Friend of Submitter | Independent Secretariat
348 Manchester Street, Christchurch – T 0800 777 441
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From: bkssmith@vodafone.co.nz [mailto:bkssmith@vodafone.co.nz]
Sent: Thursday, 1 September 2016 9:49 a.m.
To: Richard Ball
Subject: RE: CCC - 9.4 - Closing Legal Submissions [SG-SGDMS.FID793899]

Hi Richard - I contacted Charlotte regarding her email with the Closing Legal Submissions.  She said that I should contact you  regarding this matter.

Karilyn
From: bkssmith@vodafone.co.nz [mailto:bkssmith@vodafone.co.nz]
Sent: Wednesday, 31 August 2016 11:53 a.m.
To: Charlotte Coyle
Subject: Re: CCC - 9.4 - Closing Legal Submissions [SG-SGDMS.FID793899]

Hi Charlotte - it took a while, but I got through all the submissions.

I am concerned, however, that tree T567 is now included in the schedule given that in Appendix D (your email dated 26 July) it was to be removed because it
"Does not meet new criteria and has no identified exceptional values".    Given that it was to be removed, we didn't need to oppose its retention.

Where do we go from here?

Regards.

Karilyn & Bruce Smith

On 26/08/2016 17:15, Charlotte Coyle wrote:

Good afternoon,

Please find attached for filing and by way of service, the closing legal submissions on behalf of Christchurch City Council in relation to the resumed
hearing on Topic 9.4: Significant Trees.

Regards
Charlotte

Charlotte Coyle | Solicitor | Simpson Grierson

Level 24, 195 Lambton Quay, P O Box 2402, Wellington 6140, New Zealand
DDI +64-4-924 3511 | Fax +64-4-472 6986
charlotte.coyle@simpsongrierson.com | www.simpsongrierson.com
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