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JAMELL PLACE SILVER BIRCH TREE REMOVAL APPLICATION

General Manager responsible: General Manager City Environment, Jane Parfitt, DDI 941 8608

Officer responsible: Transport and Greenspace Unit Manager

Author: Lorraine Correia, Consultation Leader — Greenspace &
Jonathan Hansen, Arborist

PURPOSE OF REPORT

1.

The purpose of this report is to consider a resident’s request for the removal of three Silver
Birch trees located outside 12 & 14 Jamell Place, Avonhead.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

2.

A request has been made to the Riccarton-Wigram Community Board, from Gordon and
Heather Scandrett, the owners of 12 Jamell Place, to remove the three Silver Birch trees
outside their property. The trees are located on road reserve. Correspondence received by the
Community Board from Mr. and Mrs. Scandrett, was tabled on 15 April 2008 and a deputation
to the Board was made on 5" June 2008.

The owners of 12 Jamell Place continue to have the following concerns about the trees:

. The catkin seeds blocking their gutters and roof spouting which have in the past created
property damage and requires frequent maintenance, these issues are increased with a
Northwest wind.

. The inability to leave windows open because of the seeds constantly being blow into their

house.

The trees block off the natural sunlight from filtering into their home for most of the day.

Concerns about possible allergies from Silver Birch trees.

The storm water drain and gutter gets blocked with the seeds.

Being unable to have a barbeque outdoors.

Attached to the correspondence Mr. and Mrs. Scandrett had sent to the Community Board in
April 2008, was a list of three neighbours in support of their request, photographs of the catkin
seeds in their property and newspaper clippings of various articles relating to problems faced by
Silver Birch pollen.

In order to make a decision on whether these trees should be removed, the Community Board
has requested that staff consult with the residents of Jamell Place. The majority of the affected
residents support the removal of the trees, however two residents that live nearby are strongly
opposed to their removal.

There are currently 20 street trees in Jamell Place, 10 of which are mature Silver Birch trees
which were planted in 1973. Silver Birch trees are deciduous and shed their leaves and catkins
(spike-like flower) in autumn.

There is also a large, mature deciduous tree on Mr. & Mrs. Scandrett's property that would
contribute to the shading of their home.

Photographs of the three Silver Birch trees and 12 Jamell Place are attached for your
information and ease of reference (Attachment 1).

An arboricultural assessment of the tree removal request, including photographs has been
undertaken and a copy is attached (Attachment 2). The assessment indicates that all three
trees have reached maturity with approximate heights ranging from 12 to 14 metres. The
canopies of the three trees are approximately 10 metres each. The tree roots on the tree
outside number 14 are causing minor cracks on the footpath as well as minor damage to the
storm water pipe. The report concludes that the Silver Birch trees are healthy and that approval
would therefore be required from the Community Board if they were to be removed.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

10. The estimated cost for the removal of the three trees is $5,210.

11. The estimated cost for replacing two of the trees is $600.

12.  Funding from Council for the removal of the trees could be provided from the “Street Tree
Maintenance” budget and the replacement could be provided from the “Street Tree Renewals”
budget.

Do the Recommendations of this Report Align with 2006-16 LTCCP budgets?

13.  Yes. Funding could be provided from within the Transport and Greenspace Street Tree
Maintenance and Replacements budgets.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS

14. There are no legal considerations that would have a direct impact on this proposal. None of
the trees identified for removal are listed in the City Plan as Protected or Notable Trees.

Have you considered the legal implications of the issue under consideration?

15. Yes. As per above.

ALIGNMENT WITH LTCCP AND ACTIVITY MANAGEMENT PLANS

16. Funding for trees that are no longer an appropriate species or those that are no longer
appropriate in their current position is available from the Transport & Greenspace Unit Street
Tree Capital Renewals budget for their removal and replacement.

17. Removal and replacement of the tree is consistent with the Activity Management Plan.

18. Retention of the tree is consistent with the Activity Management Plan provided the tree is
structurally sound and healthy.

19. LTCCP 2006 -16
City Development — page 93
. Health — By developing the urban environment in a manner that enables people to live

healthy lifestyles.

Do the recommendations of this report support a level of service or project in the 2006-16
LTCCP?

20. Yes, as per above.

ALIGNMENT WITH STRATEGIES

21. Social wellbeing.

Do the recommendations align with the Council’s strategies?

22. Yes, as per above.
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CONSULTATION FULFILMENT

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

In June 2008 a publicity pamphlet, refer Attachment 3, was distributed to all 27 residents
directly associated with Jamell Place. This pamphlet which was also a feedback form, included
a letter to each resident outlining the proposal and concerns raised by Mr. & Mrs. Scandrett.
The residents were also informed that the responses on this proposal would be submitted to the
Board at their Environment Committee Meeting on 7 August 2008. The project team sought
feedback from the community to see whether the proposal was generally supported.

The consultation received 15 responses and community feedback was generally very positive
for the removal of the 3 Silver Birch trees, refer Attachment 4.

. 13 submitters responded “YES” — that they supported the removal of the 3 Silver Birch
trees
. 2 submitters responded “NO” — they did not support the removal of the trees

This consultation feedback provides a strong indication that the majority of the directly affected
community supports the removal of the three trees located outside 12 & 14 Jamell Place
(including Denley Gardens). This is a further breakdown from the 13 who have responded
‘YES”

. 5 submitters have requested that all the Silver Birch trees in the street be removed and
replaced

. 3 submitters have requested for the removal of only 3 Silver Birches outside Jamell Place
and have strongly requested that no more be removed

. 5 submitters agreed to have only 3 Silver Birches removed

However, there was also strong opposition on the removal of any Silver Birch trees from Jamell
Place by other two residents who indicated that the trees were a big part of the attractiveness of
the area and they added charm, value and character.

We note from some responses that this consultation is resurfacing street tension and concerns
that there would be further requests for removals of the Silver Birches. There was a strong
request that this would be the last they hear of any further removals of Silver Birches on Jamell
Place.

All respondents have been sent a final reply letter thanking them for their input, including a copy
of the comments received from this consultation process. The letter informed respondents that
the submission would be presented to the Riccarton-Wigram Community Board for their
approval. Details of the meeting (date, time and venue) were also provided so that any
interested residents could attend or address the Board prior to the decision being made.
Residents have also been made aware of the suggestion of Manna Ash being the proposed
replacement; these trees are smaller and are less likely to fail in the longer term.

BACKGROUND ON THE SILVER BIRCH TREES

29.

30.

Issues were raised in 2001 requesting the removal and replanting of all the Silver Birch Trees
along the street. Council had consulted on this and the feedback received was mixed. The
decision made by the Board at the time was to retain the trees as they were healthy trees.
However, some of the trees that were damaged by a severe storm were removed and replaced
with Claret Ash.

In April 2005, in response to the residents concerns about shading caused by the trees and the
slippery condition of the footpath, the residents were advised by the Council Arborist that the
three trees were healthy and that there was very little pruning which could be done to alleviate
the residents concerns. The residents were also advised to approach their neighbours and
request that they prune their trees to reduce the perceived problem.
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31. Again in October 2007, following concerns raised by the residents, Council’s City Arborist
advised that Silver Birch trees are structurally sound or healthy and can not be removed without
Board approval.

32. In April 2008, Council Contractors, City Care Ltd, were employed to carry out a crown lifting
operation (remove lower branches and sucker growth) on all trees in the street including the
three Silver Birch trees in question.

OPTIONS

33. Option 1 — Retain the Silver Birch Trees (funded from operational budget)

All of the Silver Birch trees could remain. If none of the trees were removed Council staff would
undertake the routine removal of dead wood, damaged branches and clearance over the
footpath and road would be operational.

34. Option 2 - Removal of one Silver Birch tree (Estimated Cost of $2,050)

The Silver Birch tree closest to 10 Jamell Place could be removed. This may help to alleviate
some of the shading and catkin at 12 Jamell Place (especially with a Norwest wind). There
would only be one replacement tree in an appropriate position. While the resident has
requested that the trees be replaced with Claret Ash, staff would recommend replacement with
one Manna Ash tree.

35. Option 3 — Removal of two Silver Birch trees (Estimated Cost of $4,100)

The Silver Birch tree closest to 10 Jamell Place and the tree directly in front of 12 Jamell Place
could be removed. This may help to alleviate the shading and catkin issues at 12 Jamell Place.
There would only be one replacement Manna Ash tree in an appropriate position.

36. Option 4 — Removal of the three Silver Birch trees (Estimated Cost of $5,810)

All three Silver Birch trees could be removed. At present, there is no arboricultural/ health and
safety reason to remove the healthy Silver Birch trees but there is some community desire to
have these three trees removed. Replacement with two Manna Ash trees.

PREFERRED OPTION

37. The preferred option is:

Option 2 — Removal of one Silver Birch tree (Estimated Cost of $2,050)

(&8 Remove the Silver Birch tree closest to 10 Jamell Place — this may help alleviate some of
the shading and catkin issues faced by the owners of 12 Jamell Place (especially with the
Norwest Wind)

(b)  There will be one replacement of Manna Ash tree in an appropriate position.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the Committee recommend to the Board to remove the Silver Birch tree in front of 12 Jamell
Place (closest to 10 Jamell Place) and be replaced with a Manna Ash tree.

Riccarton/Wigram Community Board Environment Committee 7 August 2008 Agenda
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Christchurch City Council
Transport and Greenspace Unit

Attachment 2

12 JAMELL PLACE: STREET TREE REMOVAL
ARBORICULTURAL ASSESSMENT
Background

A history of events show that Council Arborist Tony Armstrong met the residents on site in
April 2005 1n response to the residents concerns about shading caused by the trees and the
slippery condition of the footpath. Tony Armstrong advised the residents that the three trees
were healthy and that there was very little pruning which could be done to alleviate the residents
concerns. Tony advised the residents to approach their neighbours and request that they prune
their trees to reduce the percetved problem. I cannot provide any more information about this
recommendation. The next response to the residents concemns occurred in October 2007 from
City Arborist Shane Moochan advising Council’s direction s that Silver Birch trees are not to be
removed unless they are structurally unsound or unhealthy. In Apnil 2008, Council Contractors
City Care Ltd. were employed to carry out a crown hifting operation (remove lower branches and
sucker growth) on all trees in the street including the three Silver Birch trees in question.

Therefore the purpose of this memo 1s to address the arboricultural issues of health and safety
and tree maintenance.

ODbservations

The three Silver Birch trees in question are illustrated in the above photograph. They are situated
on the Council owned grass berm outside numbers 12 and 14 Jamell Place and are located on the
northern aspect of the property of number 12 All three trees have reached maturity with
approximate heights ranching from 12 to 14 metres.
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The canopies of the three trees are approximately 10 metres each. The diameter at breast height
ranges from 1.1 to 1.3 metres. The three trees are significant to the landscape of the street and
compliment the surrounding mature trees which are located on private property. There are
currently 20 trees m this street under ownership of the Council. 10 of which are mature Silver
Birch trees which were planted 1n 1973 and are of similar dimensions to the trees outside
number 12 and 14. The remaining 10 street trees are juvenile Claret Ash and these were planted
from 2001 onwards as replacement plantings.

Visual Tree Assessment

The rootzone, trunk and canopv of the three trees, have been inspected from the ground using
recognised visual tree assessment practices.

Rootzone Assessment

The rootzone s of all three trees appear 1 good condition and are normal for this type of species.
Small cracks in the footpath are visible in the above photograph. These are minor cracks and do
not present a health and safety issue. The cracks can be repaired as part of the footpath
maintenance programume in the event that these become a safety hazard. The tree roots on the
tree outside number 14 do appear to be causing minor damage to the storm water pipe. This 1s
shown in the below photograph.
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Trunk Assessment

Based on a visual assessment. the trunks of the three trees appear to be 1n good condition with evidence
to suggest branches have been removed 1n the past to address such 1ssues as footpath and road clearance.
The removal of these branches have created pockets of decay however these pockets do not appear to
compromise the overall condition of the trees and are consistence with the lifecycle of the Silver Birch
tree. The trunk on the tree outside number 14 1s on a slight lean (refer to above photograph). however this
15 common when frees are in competition with surrounding trees on private property and this does not
comprommse the structural integrity of the tree.

i ]

&
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- -
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Canopy Assessment

The overall condition of the canopies of all three trees 1s good. The above photograph, taken in Aprnl
2007 illustrates that the canopies are upright and well distributed when in full leaf on all three trees. The
canopy structure on all three trees 1s normal with good scaffold branching, however there 1s one lower
branch on the northern side of the tree closest to number 10, which could be removed due to previous
branch removals which have created an unusual angle. When the trees were assessed (July 2008) they
had lost all leaves.

Residents Concerns

With regard to the concems of the residents in relation to the reasons for removing the trees, I can
comment as follows.

* Debris - This can be another negative effect experienced typically m autumn, but also
periodically throughout the vear, with the tree dropping varving sized branches and/or seeds
etc, and often being weather dependent. Debris from trees 1s an accepted part of a trees
lifecycle and where it proves to be a problem this can be addressed by maintenance of both
tree and affected property. with the onus on respective property owners for this. Presently, it
1s not Council policy or practice to maintain private property due to debris from adjacent
Council owned trees.

o Shade - The residents are concerned that the trees in question block out sunlight for a large
part of the day and affect their enjoyment of their property. The trees are deciduous so the
likely peniod of adverse effect would be during auvtumn, however, it 1s acknowledged that
bemg close to the property on the northern aspect this would be exacerbated. Shading is a
difficult 1ssue to address, as_ although measurable, it can often be subjective. As one of the
positive effects of trees in the urban environment is the provision of shade in summer a
balance can be difficult to achieve.

¢ Issues relating to perceived Silver Birch allergies - The direction from Council dated 14% of
August 2007 states that there 1s to be no city wide removal and replacement of Silver
Birches for supposed health associations. The removal of Silver Birches or simular, are to be
evaluated on a case by case basis and only to be removed for tree health and safety reasons,
with them being replaced by another tree species.

Conclusions

There appears to be no arboricultural reason to remove the three Silver Birch trees at present.
The trees have had a history of pruning due to some reactive work and programmed street tree
mainitenance.

The three trees 1 question greatly contribute to the landscape of Jamell Place and compliment
the other mature trees in this location

Further maintenance will occur 1n the future to remove dead wood, damaged branches and to
achieve clearance over the footpath and road The effect of this pruning regime would be
partially beneficial to the residents 1 addressing some of the concerns they have regarding. in
particular, shading. debris and health and safety

Riccarton/Wigram Community Board Environment Committee 7 August 2008 Agenda



7. 8. 2008 Clause 5 - Attachment 2

14

M

To reduce the perceived shading created by the trees, the removal of the northern Silver Birch
tree next to number 10 Jamell place, may help alleviate this problem. whilst retaining the other
trees.

The complete removal of all three trees would be the only assurance of completely negating
nuisance and any potential health and safety 1ssues.

Further consultation of Jamell Place residents may allow another perspective on the 1ssue.

Recommendations

There 15 no arboricultural reason to remove these trees, therefore I would recommend the
retention of all three trees and the future programming of work to occur as part of a regular
street tree maintenance prograume.

The Community Board may perhaps wish to consider the removal of the northern Silver Birch
tree closest to number 10. This may help to alleviate the percetved shading 1ssue on the property
at number 12. There 1s an adjacent mature tree on private property which would compensate for
the removal of this council owned Silver Birch tree.

Jonathan Hansen

Street Tree Arborist
Transport and Greenspace
Christchurch City Council

Phone: (03) 9418328 Mobule: (027) 2130040
Email: Jonathan Hansen@ccc.govt.nz
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It's your City TREE REPLACEMENTS
JAMELL PLACE, AVONHEAD
Feedback Form

www.ccc.govt.nz/haveyoursay

Proposal

To remove three Silver Birch trees outside 12 Jamell Place, Avonhead
and replace with Claret Ash trees.

Do you have any comments or feedback on this proposal.
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Comments continued ...

Faold Line

Staple or Taps here

Faold Line

FREEPOST Autharily Mo 178
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Attention: Lorraine Correla
Chnistchurch City Council
Fendalton Service Centre
P O Box 29-183
Chnistchurch 8540
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