
From: Richard Ball
Sent: Tuesday, 2 August 2016 9:34 a.m.
To: Chch Plan - Info
Subject: FW: Topic 9.4 -Significant Trees - Tree Number T568

Categories: Faye

Hi
Can the following please be added as a statement for the Panel.
Thanks
Richard

Richard Ball | Friend of Submitter | Independent Secretariat
348 Manchester Street, Christchurch – T 0800 777 441

CAUTION. This email message and any attachments contain information that is CONFIDENTIAL
and may be LEGALLY PRIVILEGED. If you are not the intended recipient any use, disclosure or
copying of this message or attachments is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email
message in error please notify immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments

From: bkssmith@vodafone.co.nz [mailto:bkssmith@vodafone.co.nz]
Sent: Monday, August 01, 2016 6:32 PM
To: Richard Ball <Richard.Ball@chchplan.ihp.govt.nz>
Cc: charlotte.coyle@simpsongrierson.com
Subject: RE: Topic 9.4 -Significant Trees - Tree Number T568

Hi Richard - what a nightmare this has been for Bruce and myself!  We are in Australia, with very intermittent email coverage and only an iPad Mini to try and sort
through the copious amount of documentation.  Needless to say, printing facilities have been non-existent.  Unfortunately, we are not back in Christchurch until the 9th
of August which doesn't give us the opportunity to provide photographic evidence or indeed give us the opportunity to provide a typewritten submission by the 3rd of
August.   As you can see, we need your help in this matter.  The timing for us has been very difficult and caused us even more distress.

I have read the latest schedule from Charlotte recommending retaining our tree on the schedule.  We vehemently oppose this.

We have noted Edward Sand's comments regarding our tree and would like to point out the following:

1.    This tree is not 2 metres from our front door:  it is probably less than 1 metre!  It is surrounded by decking which we have to cut away to accommodate the trunk
growth.  At the rate it's growing, we will have very little decking left.  This door is the only visitor access to our house.

2.    Secondly, the canopy of the tree shades our house completely in summer taking away considerable enjoyment.

3.    The problems from tree roots are such that we have to get our drains cleared annually.

4.    It drops seeds from approximately the 24th of December until the leaves drop in the fall.   For eight months of the year, we are cleaning up after it!

5.    Not only have we had problems with spouting (we do have gutter guard!), but we have had problems with the flat part of our roof where the seeds/leaves have
built up and rusted the edges of the iron.  We have had some repairs carried out but have to address this issue again in September as it has caused leaking.

6.    The tree has huge epicormic growth, which our arborist tells us is caused by stress.  If we didn't have it thinned out annually, we would never see the sun.  Indeed,
the reason for it's good shape is because we haven't employed 'cowboys' to work on the tree.

7.    The pigeon problem this year has caused us considerable distress on top of all the other problems we have been experiencing.

The issues below all meet the Council's criteria of not retaining the tree on the schedule:

(a)  Size and proximity to our house (the tree is probably 25 metres plus) and is right at the front door.

(b)  The shading is significant.

(c)  Safety - our family are very concerned for our well-being in high wind situations.  We also have to clean up after these events.

(d)  The cost of maintenance. We have a limited income being superannuitants.  The cost of having to gain consent to do anything to our tree would be beyond our
financial resources.  This is the reason we have been unable to retain the services of any legal representation in our absence.

We are not talking about a tree at the bottom of the garden.  If it was, it would be a lot easier to live with.

Are you able to help us?

Regards

Karilyn & Bruce Smith
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