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Application on behalf of Ashburn Hall for work on DCC listed trees G096 & G097

Dear John,

Please find attached, 2 applications for pruning & removal on behalf of Ashburn Hall for
listed trees, which stand within their grounds. One is a simple maintenance job & the
other is a removal proposal, where road safety is a concern.

All the relevant information is contained in each application, bar the certtificate of title

number (C/T). If this is a problem then | can make a search through the QV property
valuation website to obtain it, if necessary.

Vdir \boﬁw"“\

Yours sincerely,

Peter Waymouth
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CITY PLANNING

APPLICATION FORM FOR TREE MAINTENANCE OR EMERGENCY WORKS
ON A SIGNIFICANT TREE
APPLICATION DETAILS

lWe { ?ET&O\. WAY Mot - C\REEN’FREG.% =1 ) hereby apply for

tand use consent for work on a significant tree.

The work Is for the purpeses of: () Maintenance (O Emergency Works

Tree Spedies: ( SEQUoIA ) District Plan Free Number: ““gati:{__j_)

Name of Contractor: {if known) ( Nlﬂ }

Description of Proposed Work:

(O Crown Raising @men Clearing (O Crown Fhisning

(O Power Line Clearance () Work in Drip Line {3 Crown Reduction

& Other: ( CABL NG MMJ
Assessment of the effects of the proposed worle PR —

(\nspedion o e tws, Caloding buppuﬂ’w\o\ the 2mm¥wm | )
(required (o dofiku. (ards of Y tololima sufbesm winwy_ned regoir )
(or ¢ &Oﬂmcw*wx [‘}szm\w Carmo fu umalao\oe OM%M a¥ )

H{u.s hm(m n.bmudu(gm% Mu:ﬁdq\iolﬂm\aw\ End: g;xeﬁr )
SITE DESCRIPT N[nggm?m e e W(?W‘g £ 5%, Ledorond)

Qwner of the Tree; {if not the opplicant} [m ﬂ =i BORN “ﬁ WL J
Address of the Pmpt?ity: [w «'o[ t: ’/\‘Pﬂea_\ 9\0\ ‘ 7]
T Dunepn )
Legal Description: ( HD'T \’ w ? :LcSQHS 3 . )

ADDRESS FOR CORRESPONDENCE B o
Name:{ Veter weymouty - GREENTRES }<T)

Addfess:[ wwwwww 1\ “?70 Uv ER) € %T TDAUNETIN o
Flione: Daylimc:( DQ:{ A g G %C, j an:(

E-rnail; ( o O‘N@qmm' Lo . N2
omceuscony wua  Jempe ) oreew( )
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DECLARATION

| certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the information given in this application is true and correct

Signature oprpHcam(s):( r\)mx- WW\'\ J Date: | 05 \0 ‘? )
Signature of Tree Owner(s): L J Date: L ‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ __]

CRITERIA FOR ASSESSMENT OF APPLICATION
This application will be considered with regard to the following matters:
= Assessment Matters 15.6.1, 15.6.2 and 15.6.3 of the Trees section of the District Plan

¢ Whether or not the work will benefit the health and growth of the tree

* Any alternative methods available to achieve the desired outcome

* Any previous applications involving trees )

« The contribution the tree makes to the neighbourhaod, both visually and physically

* The contribution the tree makes as a habitat for wildlife

* The extent to which the tree is structurally unsound in the opinion of the Council’s Parks Officer - Trees.

* The applicant’s need to obtain a practicable building area, access, parking area or install services etc

FURTHER ASSISTANCE
Il you require any further help, please contact:

City Planning

Dunedin City Council
First Floor, Civic Centre
50 The Octagon

PO Box 5045

Dunedin

Phone 477 4000

, Fax 4743451
www.CityofDunedin.com

This is also where you can lodge your resource consent application. We are there to provide you with planning
information. If you consider you need further planning advice, you may wish to discuss your application with an
independent planning consultant.
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STEM: Standard Tree Evaluation Method (NZ)
(Adapted from RNZIH - www.rnzih.org.nz - Ron Flook 1996)

Date: 10.07.17

Tree Evaluation for: Neil Jones, Ashbhfr;lliafl; 496 Taieri er. Dunedin E neilj@ashburn.co.nz
7G7F'S thf§_5£5[gﬂ1 °s Lon 170.458515°E M P 03.476.2092 B
!?‘apecias: Sequoia (Sequofad_endran giganteurn) GOQ?’ l H <30m S <15m DBH =3.5m Age s105yr54'
1. Condition of tree (points) 3 (0% 9 pox) 15 (s0) 21 0% 27m0%) Score
Form (structure / appearance) imperfect average standard choice fine 21 |
Occurrence (frequency in locality) frequent common | occasional scarce rare 15 ‘
Vigour/Vitality (health) poor adequate fair good excellent 27
Function (usefulness) small useful practical strong robust 21 ‘
Age (vears) 10 yrs+ 20 yrs+ 40 yrs+ 80 yrs+ 100yrs+ 27 . !
Subtotal Points 111 ‘
2. Amenity Values (points) 3 (10%) 9 0 15 (so%) 21 zow 27 pow) Score
Stature (greater of height or spread) 3m - 8m 9m-1d4m | 15m-20m | 21m -26m 27m+ 27
Visibility ~ (from unseen to landmark) 0.5km 1.0km 2.0km 4.0km 8.0km 3
Proximity (presence of other trees) forest woodland | group 10+ | group 3+ solitary 15
Role (as landscape element) lesser modest select prime notable 21
Climate (Micro-ecological effect) slight normal valuable vital critical 21
Subtotal Points 87
3. Valuation (based on replacement cost equivalent) & b Calculations .
a. Total Points (1.+2) a 1114 87 = .T'P - 198 |
b. Unit cost -10 x 1yr trees  (H = 0.4m, S = 0.2m, DBH = 0.02ma) % b | (98 TPx75)= | $14.850
c. Cost of planting (10 tree-holes 0.5ma x 0.25m depth, plant & mulch) c 3hr @ $40/hr | $120
d. Maintenance period (over equivalent period to approx tree age) # d | (105x10x4)= [ $4,200
e. Wholesale value (gst incl) e | (axbj+c+d)=e | $19,170
f. Retail Value (2e) # f

NZ-00398TM

Explanation of terms used above
# Flook formula for wholesale value (a x b) + (¢ + d) = e. Ref, ISA - Journal of Arboriculture 28(1) Jan 2002
% Unit cost based on 10 replacement trees @$7.50 each = $75.00
+ Maintenance equivalent = Age of tree x 10 replacements x $4.00 p.a.
# Retail Value is twice wholesale = (2 x €) =f. Ref. ISA - Journal of Arboriculture 28(1) Jan 2002

Peter Waymouth 1SA - BCMA (verify at wwaw.isa-arbor.com) 11 Bouverie St, Dunedin 9010, NZ W greentrees.co.nz P 03 473 B065 M 027 432 9646
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Sequoia (Sequoiadendron giganteum) G097
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ISA Tree Risk Assessment form

Date: 10.07.17

Peler Waymauth - ISA Board Cerlified Master Arborist

NZ-0039BTM

o ___Tree Characteristics Client:  Neil Jones - Gardener / Groundsperson
Genus wSequuladendron ((_5597_’) Address: _ESEUEI-@II _ E neilj@ashbum.co.nz -
Species giganteum 496 Taieri Rd, Dunedin P 03.476.2092
Comman name | Sequoia Tools: Camera, Tape Probe, ele Time Frame:
Age (approx) - | <105 yrs R Tre_e iuéalIUl-l (GPS-;‘ remole sensor) ~ Lalitude | [ -45.851981°5
Live crown ralio (LCR) s80% B Askgsspi Pejerwgr@jlﬁ__ i _Lng-iiE[:I—e !1_70‘_0_‘15@'5%
DBH |£35me (2 stems) | (see over for delails)
Height ~£300m Rsk | Low [ High [ | Risk Rating
Spread <150m Options Moderate {{ Moderate
No. ] Target Description & Assessment 2] 22 |23| 0 M R
1 People congregaling under the canopy regularly }11}0% ‘ NO | NO
= | I
TargetZones Zl~100% anllne 22 = 100% Height, Z3 =150% I-Imghl M= McweTargel R= ReslnclAccess?Yes!No
0 = Occupancy Rale, 1= Rare, 2= Occasional, 3 = Frequenl, 4 = Canstant
Site Factors Topography —— Aspect
History of failures ~ [NIA | Flal | Slope<5° | NE
Site Changes | None ' Grade | _ Clearing Hy'd'ro!agyi Roots Cut? IDesmfbe Cuncrele pad undercanopy
Sull ol Conditions _J Low  Volume W§aluraled | Shallow | Compacled Paved _uyérroniss2% ; Describe; asabove
Prevailing Wind: | CommonWeather | Highwinds | Ice Snow | Heawyraln |Describe:
Tree Health & Species Profile.
Vigour | low | NMNormal | High | Foliage | Lealoff | Dead [Normal90% | Chlorotic..% | Necratic..%
Pests NIA Abiotic  |NIA
épéaééﬁ-r_e_ﬁr?ﬁ?"] Branches '\h :I'}uinkiil Rools ':Ee?cﬁe-:3énés?éﬁﬁre?s;ré_sus@{ibgwﬁot'rols (low }iéiheré)
Load Factors
Wind Exposure _Prolecled | Parial | Ful | Funneling | CrownSize [ Smal | Medium | Lage
Crown Density Sparse Normal Dense | Interior L Few Mormal | Dense | Vines/Moss
Recent or planned changes in load facters | -
Tree Defects & Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure
Crown & Branches
Unbalanced Crown Dead Branches .....cm | Cracks | Lightning Damage
Broken / Hangers NGEn_k_)e_r"._..__.: | Godaminant: 2 massive leaders divide at heightof 3m | Included Bark
Over Exlended Branches | Epicormics | Weak Attachments IICavny!NeﬂE:'T/u
Pruning History Lion Tailed Previous Branch Failures ~ | Similar Branches
' Eléahing Thmned ] __ _' _ _Dgﬂ@lssing Bark _]___?agkerg (Galls / Burls 7 t}gpwogd ngage.'D_acay
Reduced "~ Topped Conks
" Flush Culs Raised Response Growth: ISmalI swelling (ears) at | tﬂu_r@hon o!slems
Other: Stems cabled at 10m & 20m (12mma sleel)
Main Goncerns: Inspection & replacement of cables as reqmred whlch are supporting | lhe wmd load as lha _2_ rga_lngt_qr_n_s %y in gales.
The concern hemg the heavy wind loads helng transferred through the bark inclusion at the basal juncllun of Ihe 2 large stems (fulerum).
LoadonDefect | NA | Mnor | Moderale | Significant | -
* Likelihood of Failure |Improbab|e’ Possible | Probable | Imminent
Trunk Roots & Root Collar
Dead / Missing Bark | Codominant Stems | Cankers/Galls/Burls [ Collar Buried / Not Visible |  Deplh......cm | Slem Girdling
Abnormal Bark Color | Included Bark | Conks/Mushrooms Conks / Mushrooms | Decay | Dead
Sapwoud Decay ] Trunk Cracks Poor Trunk TaEé? Cawly % circ I _SEp_(_}oze | Cracks
Heartwood Decay f Sapooze | nghlmng Damage | Distance from trunk.... . _ﬂ? Udamaged| Roots j Root Plale Luftingt
Cawl_yﬂ‘_lesl Hole ......% circ | Depm::m | Lean .....degrees Soil Weakness | 1 -
Response Growth: as above Response Growth:
Main Concerns: as above _ ~ [ Main Concerns: NiA_ -
Defect LoathT NA Mlnur [ Moderate ‘ Sggnlﬁcanl DefectLoad| NA |  Minor | Moderale Slgnircanl
Likelin..Fail | Improbable | Possible | Probable | Imminent | Likeli.Fail | Improbable = Possible | Probable | Imminent

International Saciety of Arboriculture takes no responsibility for canclusionsfrecommendations drawn from use of Ihis form. Adapted by Peter Waymouth
ISA Board Certified Master Arborist (NZ - 0039BTM) from a data sheet produced for ISA Tree Risk Assessment Qualified (TRAQ) Arterists in 2013
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g Application Form for /::’i::.

Resource Consent

_'_——r—_f_'—.“ .
50 The Dclagen, PO Box 5045, Moray Place, Dunedin 9658. Ph 477 dDOD\

.dunedin.govt.

N BEHALFOF AsWBORN HAKL BY: retnedingertnz
Application details

W Vé‘fé& WAYMOUTY - GREENTRLES ETD st be the 5uLe names) of

an individual or an entity registered with the New Zealand Companies Office. r!ﬂnily Trust pames and unofficial lrading names ase not acceplable: in those
situatiens, use the trusteefs) and director(s) names instead) heteby apply for:

dland Use Consert  (O) Subdivision Consent
Brief description of the praposed activity:

The romovel o8 o lowge QW dree T G096 tYomding, by the
Morgwall ombomce 1o fahburn Wall | 400 Toiert #o Vimedin

Have you applied for a building consent? @No (O ¥es, Buiiding Consenl Humber ABA

The fotlowing additional resource consents lrom the Otago Regional Councit are required and have/mave ot (defele one) been applied fop
O water Permi O Discharge Permit O Coastal Permit () Land use consent lor certain uses of beds of fakes and eivers Not apricable

iiiv?iseg:fnon AX\I\\OIM‘#\ \'\aol @mvpien lessee, prospective purchaser ete) of the site
Street Adress of Site: *‘q [' '(Q’.M M ’_\I) de“\

Legal Description: }\O’r \ . '? ? ‘Q_ﬁsq £

Certficate of Fille: VANATIN ReFerence: $70Al-= 1205

Address for correspendence

Nan; GTCdL \Qﬁ\! MD UTH (Put your name here if you are preparing the application for someone else.)
miess: |\ BovveRre 41, TNy NeDin poscose. 4010

Phone {Daytinie): O?.? » ‘\'7.)1- q 6 ﬁ‘é Fax:
Email: (\)\.«@%ﬁ&h\m. Co. n'?..

Ownership of the site
Who Is the current owner of the site? ’IT-! ¢ AcHBuan BALL CUHARTARKE TRV ST

if the applicant is not the site owner, please piovide the site owner's contact details:

aess A9 G "TAVER) Q\‘), '-‘\)UNC-,?U\! Postcode: _q,o_\ o

Phone [Waytime): N 1 S
Emiail _Mm@ib&\bm_w_ﬁz - .

Monitoring of your resource consent

Please estimate the date of completion of the vwork for which resource consent is required. Your resource consent may be monitored for comptiance wilh
any conditions at the completion of the work. (f you do nat specify an estinated time for completion, your resource conserd, it pranted, may be monitored
thige years from the decislon date.)

——ID&C—ETMB €0~ &0 l? {moath and year)

Apptication form for Rescurce Coneant_pagel
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ISA Tree Risk Assessment form Date: 10.07.17 Peter Waymouth - ISA Board Cerlified Master Atborisl ~ NZ-00398TM

Risk Categories

LIKELIHOOD Matrix 1 Matrix 2
FAILURE | CONSE- [RISK
FAILURE IMPACT [ &IMPACT | QUENCES | Rate

] I ol | TaR- (R RN v ] lmhﬂ!si!‘v nimss| of
0| | cowpmoNs | | TAR-‘GET molrmllfllelifnof Ie[ifile|Part
N|  TREE OF ~ |PART|FALL| GET | PRO pLs\o'mgo dlg I]m'k‘l gP__g v |
D|  PART CONCERN SIZE [DIST| No |TECT|r s b i |w|w|i|[n|ile|e k|1]o|n|e =
Dl TRP coC PS | FD | TN [TGP|A B|C D|E'F G H|I|J K L|M N O P|RRp | CODES
11 lagestom | stem failure atbase  [120cm| 20m [ 1 [ No| | | MoD '
\
| i | |

2x 12mma Steel cables at 10m & 20rn inspect & replacelrepalr (with !urnbucklas)

| |
Matrix 1. Likelihood matrix
Likelihood Likelihood of Impacting Target

of Fallure | Very Low Low | Medium | H.I;h__'
Imminent | Unlikely | Somewhat | Likely |
Probable | Unlikely | Unlfikely | Somewhat leely
Possible [ Unlikely | Unlikely | Uniikely | Somewhat
Improbable Unlikely | Unlikely | Unlikely Unlikely
Matrix 2. Risk rating matrix
Likelihood ~ Consequences of Failure -
Fall&mpact | Negligible | Minor | Significant  Severe

Very Likely Low Moderate High B |
Likely | Low | Moderate | High r High
Somewhat | Low | Low | Moderale | Moderate
Unlikely | Low | Low Low | Low

Notes, Explanations & Descriptions:

This Sequola is a fine specimen &  whila it has structural flaw \ where

lhe 2slems drvide There is a bark inclusion shown in the phato (right)
whlch Indlcates a weak allachment between the 2 slems al! the base of
the tree, The cablmg of | many years ago recognises the slruc!ural

defect & has been installed ta reduce the wind load Iaverage on the

lncluded

furcrum Ijq?nl at lhe trunk base. The lendency of the joint to shearis bark or
§_h_o_@ in the response growth; dense tough woody protrusions ad added : } _\-'n_'eaj_ )
by the Iree over the years as the joint moves intemnally on a fractmnaﬂ i __aitﬁif_lﬂaﬂl
level. Arborisls somelimes call these bulges ‘elephant ears'.
Mitigation Options
1. Inspect & replace /repait cabing asrequied  ~ © " 0 _ |ResidualRisk{  Low
R - i Resri@uéIWRisik
Tree Risk Rating
Overall Tree Risk Rating Low Moderate |  High } Extreme | Work Priority [1]2[3[4] | [ ] [
Overall Resldual Risk ~ Low Moderate High | Extreme Racommendedinsp_ecuon ]nlervalql’ | Syears
Data | Final | Preliminary AdvancedAssas;mgn[ needed i No | Yes [Type/Reason |
lnspectlon Limitations Nona| Visibility | Access | Vines | Root Collar Buried | Describe:

Intarnational Society of Arboricullure lakes no responsibility for conclusionsirecommendalions dravin from use of this form. Adapted by Peter Waymoulh
ISA Board Certified Masler Arborist (NZ - 0039BTM) from a data sheet produced for ISA Tree Risk Assessment Qualified (TRAQ) Arborists in 2013
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Description of site and existing activity

Please describe the existing sile, ils size, focation, orientation and slape. Describa the current usagae and type of activity being cattied out on e site
For example, discuss the butk and location of buildings, parking provision, traffic movements, manoewvring, noise generation, signage, hows of eperation,
nurnir of peoph on-sile, numbe: of vigitors elc. Please also provide plans of the site and buildings thereon. Photographs can belp.

nee, Bromds Yoeside Toiod Rd quethomaimo Yhe
_mﬂmﬁi ijLmi&ﬂ%@u&uﬁwwdb v
Yoo rotd £ ordok off ' ;

_decling (s Wit d Mg%ww\ road..

Detailed description of proposed activity

Please desceibe the proposed activity for the site, giving as much delail as possible, For example, tiscuss the butk and location of bulldings, parking
provision, traffic movements, manceuvring, noise genarakion, signage, hours of operation, number of people on-site, aumber of visitors elc. Please provide
pians shuwwing what is proposed.

Torewmnve Yo Oob e Yo around - dw el € apond ouk o St
Qﬁnjhm_ﬂMM&&Mﬂg&g$%%4uJ%&uwmmﬂMLﬁ)

District plan zoning Q\ Q\ Q 0 . ) ! . o&
What s the District Plan zoning of the site? ___ - U\LU- \
Ae there any overkiys that apaly o the site e.g. in a Landscape Managament Area, In a Towmscape of Heritage Precingt, Schediled Bulldings on-site ote?

Breaches of district plan rules

Please defai the niles being breached by the exlsting activity on the site (if any). Also defail the degree of thase breaches. In most circumstances,
the ondy rule you need to consider is one tule from the zone inwihich your work is located. However, you naed to remember to consider not just the Zone
rules but also the Special Provislons wles that apply to the activity from the Townscape, Landscape, Trees, Indigenous Vegetation and Flora sections of the
District Plany) and atso the Generat Provisions rules that apply 1o the aclivity (from the Hazards, Hazardous Substances and Earthworks, Subdivision Actiity,
Signs, Transpodation, Environmental Issues and Utilities sectiens of the District Plan)

NIA

Please detail the rules that vall be breached Ly the proposed activity on the site (f any). Also detail the degree of hose beeaches Inmost circumstanices,
the oaly fule you need 10 consider fs one rule fram the: zore In which your work Is focated. However, you necd to remeatber o consider anl just the Zone
rutes bt also the Special Provisions'sules that apply to the activity (rom the Towmseape, Landscape, Trees, Indigenous Vegetation and Fiora sections of the
District Plany and also the General Provisions rules that apply to he activity (from the Hazards, Hazardous Substances and Earthwiorks, Subdivision Activity.
Signs, Transportali Q!inwrmmental Issues and Wikities sections-gf the District Plan)

e 15-55.3 oQ&.Mﬁ&*MLm
sdndule 952

6‘096

Appicatun Form fot Resoucce Coasent_page?
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Affected persons’ approvals

184 havee pltivined the vaites apgproval of e foliowing Yﬁop!e,‘wgamsalaons and they v signed the plans of e proposat

Mame

o _NIA
Adiress ’W\rz owud \.b blwa\ el w\\’\\ M \rwum x\’mokuf\f)
Name: ﬂLN‘\QJj e o

Adtlrass

Flease nole You must submit e cumpleted written approvat formi{sh, and any plans showing the proposal signed by atlacted {‘4’!\‘0“15 weith this agphcakon,
utless ilis a fulty notiftedt appiication in which case atfected persons’ approvals need aot te provided with he application I & writtie apprsval i not
cilained from an atfecled parsen, it is fikely that e apptication will be fully notitied or litriled notifed

Assessment of effects on envircnment
b this section you feed to considar what effects your proposal will fiave on the envirenment Discuss tath positive and aceerse (hegative) eflects The
extent of Bz assessment must be proparional to the degree of polentia! effects of the Jraposad aclivity

Tot controfied ackivities, it need only cover hose matters 1o which the Council's control is reserved (eler 1o the relevan) twhe tor the malters of conkol Fet
sssticted discrebonary activities. I nead only cover those matiers to which the Council's giscrelion is astricted frefor to the 1alewiat e for the malters
of disnretion)

Sehedate 4 of the Resource Banagement Act Y391 provides some guidance as 1o what 1a include. Also refer atso to the Council's relevant checklist .
andd frochiure on greparing s assesstient, Also see the Ministry Tor the Environment’s publcation “A Guide o Preparing a Basic Assessmient of
Environmental Ffiects” available on \an tife.god g

Wiide o L of o madwe  Ligked Yo widd i o Ma\a&u/zﬂu
MMMKN uQuLvL’M On\ouan, el wood fouek rep p %

e wiin i dirdian @ Yhe Lo.ge\‘q
o wert 1o Padl ow Yo tood M
(s odiodudh ha) sy Cuy AMY

{Attach separate sheats il nocessary}

Dectaration
Ieartily that, to e best of my kaowledge and befief, the infonnation given i this application is true and correat

Laceep! that | have o tegal otligation 1o comply with any condiltions imposed oa the resource Lunsent shoutd this apehication L agproved .

Tagree fo pay ol e fees and charges fevied by B Dunedin City Councit for grocessing Hus application, including @ nther account i he cost of
precessing e application exceeds e dapasit pak

Signatuie of Anplcant/Agent (delete o) 228 \DLX\D&L V{r M\\\)MM Qw \"ba"é)mb‘k{’\

Privacy - Local Government Official information and Meetings Act 1987

Undder this Acl any parson can fequest applicatons fodged with the Council, The Gouncit is obtiged (0 make available the information reguesind uibess
there are grounds under the alxve Ast it justify withholding it While you niay request that it be withheld, the Councl will make a daision. follovang
consuitation with yeu. 1 the Coungit decides o withheld an appfication. o part of i, that decision can be revievied by the Ofhee of the Omibxadsmen

Piease advise it you consider it necessary 1o salihold your appication, or pans of it from any persons dncluding the media) lo gk tose Sat apphy

O i Uesteastrably Prejudicing your comimicial position
o rotect infosmatien you Tave suppied to Coancll in confeiance
O froitd sesions olience W tkanga Maor o dsclosing location of waals tapy

Appesaton Form e Besourta Qtent pagal

10
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What happens when further information is required?

IFan application is nol in the required form or does not inchude adequate infotmation, the Council can seject the application. # addition, section 92 of
the Resource Management Act 1991 aliows the Council to request further information from an applicant at any stage through the process where it is
considered necessary 1o better understand the nature of the activity, e eflects it miay have on the environment, of the ways in which adversa efects may
be mitigated

Fees

The actual depasits, fees and rates are sel annugy during the annial pan rocess. These are intendad to cover the actual and reasonable costs of
processing your application. Mosl applications require a deposit and costs above Ihis deposit will be recovered. A current fees schedule is available on
v dunedin.goad.nz or from Planning staff. Planning stalf also have information on the actual cost of applications that have been processed.

Further assistance
Please discuss your proposal wilh us if you requite any further help with preparing your application  The Council does provide pre-application meetings
without charge 16 assist in undarstanging the issues and completing your application.

Pease nole that we are there lo provide you with planning inforenation and we cannot write the apglication for you. You may need lo discuss your
applications with an independent planaing consult if you need further planning advice.
City Planiing Staff can be contacted as loliows:

Jii Writisg: Dunedin City Council, PO Box 5045, Moy Place, Dunedin 9058

In Person: Customer Service Centre, Ground Floor, Civic Centre, 50 The Octagon
By Phonie. (03) 477 4000, Fax: {03} 474 3451

By Emadl: planning@dce.god.nz

There is aiso information on our website at www.dunedin.govt.nz

Information requirements (two copies required)
@ Completed and Signed Application Form
Description of Activily and Assessment of Eflgcts
(Site Plan, Floor Plan and Elevations (where relovant)
(O Cenlificate of THie fess han 3 tronlis old) cluding any relevant restictions (sch as conseet nobices, covenants, encumbiances, Duikding line sestrictions)
(O Written Approvals
(O Forms and plans and any other relevant documentation signad and dated by Aflected Persons
O Application Fee {cash, cheque of EFTPOS only; no Credit Cards acceplad)

Ity oeder fo ensure your application is nat rejected or dofayed through requests lor further information, please make sure you have included all of the necessary
Inforaation. A full ist of the information regquired for resource consent applicalions Is in the Information Requirements Seclion of the District Plan

OFFICE USE ONLY
Has the application been compleled appropately dacluding necessary informalion and adequate assessment of effects?) O Yes O No

fpptication: (O Received O Rejected
Received by Ocounter O post Qoeowier O Other I

Comments:

iinclude reasens for refection and/or notas te handling afficen

Pianning Oficer: . Date: o

AppiGation Form R Resotres Eorsend_paged
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Tree Evaluation for;

STEM: Standard Tree Evaluation Method (NZ)

(Adapted from RNZIH - www.rnzih.org.nz - Ron Flook 1996)

Neil Jones, Ashburn Hall, 496 Taieri Rd, Dunedin

[Daie: 10.07.17 :]

E neilj@ashburn.co.nz

GPS Lat -45.852724°S  Lon 170.457285°E M - E’ 03.476.2092
Srpecies;:r Ash if‘:raxinus excelsior) G096 ‘L H <26m  S=18m DBH <1.2m liAge =85yrs
1. Condition of tree (points) 3 tox) 9 ow 15 (s 210w 27 wow) Score
Form (structure / appearance) imperfect average standard choice fine 15
Occurrence (frequency in locality) frequent common | occasional scarce rare 18
Vigour/Vitality (health) paor adequate fair good excellent 9
Function (usefulness) small useful practical strong robust 15
Age (vears) 10 yrs+ 20 yrs+ 40 yrs+ 80 yrs+ 100yrs+ 21
Subtotal Points 75
2. Amenity Values (points) 3 (10%) 9 @os) 15 (s0%) 21 7os) 27 o) Score
Stature (greater of height or spread) 3m - 8m 9m-14m [ 15m-20m | 21m -26m 27m+ 21
Visibility ~ (from unseen to landmark) 0.5km 1.0km 2.0km 4.0km 8.0km 3
Proximity (presence of other trees) forest woodland | group 10+ | group 3+ solitary 15
Role (as landscape element) lesser modest select prime notable 15
Climate (Micro-ecological effect) slight normal valuable vital critical 9
Subtotal Points 63
3. Valuation (based on replacement cost equivalent) % % Calculations
a. Total Points (1.+2) a 75 + 63 = TP = 138
b. Unit cost -10 x 1yr trees  (H = 0.4m, S = 0.2m, DBH = 0.02me) % b | ~138TP x 75)= | $10,350
c. Cost of planting (10 tree-holes 0.5m@ x 0.25m depth, plant & mulch) & 3hr @ $40/hr [ $120
d. Maintenance period (over equivalent period to approx tree age) # d (85x 10x4)= | $3,400
e. Wholesale value (gst Incl) e | (axbj+(c+d)=e | $13,870
f. Retail Value (2e) # f
Explanation of terms used above
*# Flook formula for wholesale value (a x b) + (c + d) = e. Ref. ISA - Journal of Arboriculture 28(1) Jan 2002
% Unit cost based on 10 replacement trees @$7.50 each = $75.00
+ Maintenance equivalent = Age of tree x 10 replacements x $4.00 p.a.

NZ-00338TM

# Retail Value is twice wholesale = (2 x e) = f. Ref. ISA - Journal of Arboriculture 28(1) Jan 2002

Peter Waymouth ISA - BCMA (verify at vawwisa-arbor.com) 11 Bouverie St, Dunedin 9010, NZ W greentress.co.nz P 03 473 8065 M 027 432 9646
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Ash (Fraxinus excelsior) G096

f" 4 :
- N_* L

33% canopy dieback over road

13




www.greentrees.co.nz

ISA Tree Risk Assessment form  Date: 10.07.17 Peter Waymouth - 1SA Board Cerlified Masler Arborist  NZ-00398TM
Tree Characlerislics PR |Client:  Neil Jones - Gardener / Groundsperson
Genus _____jFraxinu; 7:5 (Gogs) |Address Ashburn Hall E neili@ashburn.co.nz
Species lexcelsior 496 Tolerl Rd, Dunedin_~~ P 03.476.2092
Common name | Ash - iTodré Camera, fape-_PrcﬁJ-Ee_ic- | Time Frame: 1- - year
Age (approx) <85 years ‘Tree localion (6P / remote sensor) I Latitude | -45.852724°S B
Live crown ratio (LCR) = 5_0&” B ] Asgeesgr Peler Waymouth ;Eurréilude 170.457285°E
Dﬁ B - _sj 1:2,’,',1,‘3_;_ o o - o Eéeever ferd_etgrl_si
Height | =26m Risk Low ] Risk Rating
Spread ' IE 8m Options Moderate me ! High
| Target Descriplion & Assessment Hlz|zn]lo|m][R
1 rVehlcles&pec{eegﬁensenTarean&enlr_anee to Ashburn Hall __ |100%|100%[150%| 3 | NO | NO
| !

Torgel Zones: 21 = 100% Driplne,  Z2=100% Height,  23=150% Height, M =Move Targel, R = Resticl Access? YesiNo _

0=OccupancyRate, 1=Rare, 2= Ocoasronal 3= Freqrrenl 4= Conslant

Site Faclors Topography  Aspect
History of fallures | Quantites of small deadwaod drop from 15m accasionally in high winds |Flat_|Slope....% |SW
Site Changes ___ | Nane. |Grade? \Clearrng [Hydrolugy? iRool Culs? !Desuibe Hasloncal road works?
Sorl Condilions Low Volume JSa[qrgi;ec[’_? | Shallow [grnjpeged? Pa!r-z_d_mgr Tools 50% \V[Esicntge
Prevailing Wind: Sou'wesl iCnmmon Wealher [Highwinds |1ce Some snow | Heavy rain | Describe:
Tree Heallh & Species Profile
Vigour  [Fair  [Nomal  [High |Foliage |Leafoff |Dieback | Narmal 66% | Chlorotic...% | Necrolic 33%
Pesls _JN.‘A - ) | Abictic iy Compactrun { Roul severance from road vrorks‘?
Species Fallure Profle [ Branches  [Trunk [Roots | Describe: Ash:33% dieback in canopy caused by fungal decay in rools?
Lead Faclors
Wind Expaosure \ Protecled  |Partial fFuII r Funne!ing Crown Size | Small Medium Large
cm%ﬁ g ) | Sparse | Sparse Nm_l“ BE [[Err-srz"_ | |Interior ~ |Few __“[I‘Err_nai Dense Vhes.’Moss
Recent or planned changes inloadfactors | 33% dieback on large limbs overhanging road may failin high winds
Tree Delects & Condilions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure
Crown & Branches
Unbalanced Crown Dead Branches < 10cm@ | Cracks " Lightning Damage
Broken / Hangers Numbers 4 i Codcmrnanl 3 large readers e B Ind_udeq Bark
Over Exlended Branches Bl EpIcormms ik Weak Allachments: several stems anslng frorn one point Ca\frlnyesl hole.....% circ
Pruning History Lion Tailed Previous Branch Farluras Neﬁe'sﬁeng el Similar Branches
Cleaning S ﬁnnned __ ] mm%%ﬁé& Cankers /Galls / Burls Burls - I?weocTDamagel Decay
Reduced ] Topped ek
Flush Cuts  |Raised Response Growth: |Epicormic growlh indicates stress in high canopy over Taler road
Other:

Main Concerns: Ash dieback In 33% of lhe canopy may gradually pregreSS as the tree _re[renches o smaller slze Dead branches may fall.

loadonDefect WA [Minor 'N_!gderare I significant |

Likelinood of Falwre | | Improbable ﬁ:'_c;ssrble {Probable  |Imminent ‘

Trunk i Rools & Root Collar

Dead/Missing Bark | Codominant Stems | Cankers/Galls/Burls [Collar Buried / Not Visible | Deplh.......cm | Slem Girdling
Abnormal Bark Colnr i Included Bark ConksfMusﬁreoms Conks / Mgshgoms | |f35c_a-)-r | Dead
Sapwood Decayr ‘ | Trunk Qrzrike Pgrﬂ rynﬁ‘[gper Cavily.......% circ Sap Ooze ;Cracks
Heartwood Decay | Sap ooze Ligh!nmg Damage |Dislance from trunk.......m Cutidamaged Rools | Rool Plate Lifling
Cavity/Nesl Hale ..... _S%eirc | Deplh......cm Lean ....... degreee__ Soil Weakness - 1 - -
Response Growh:NA ~|Response Growth: NiA

Main Cnncems Codominanl slems appear slruclurally sound but Main Concems Cul roois soll oompacpqn & grade change over time
creale large Ieverage forces al lhe a}!g.rrmqrrl point (Iulcrurn) in gales, |(due past | road works) may have initiated enlry of palhogenic decay
fungr into the root system. Itis hkely that the canopy dieback is direclly

related the probability of a slow but gradual structural rool ot occurring.

Defectload [NA — TMinor, ]Mbdar’a’i&  |Significant [ Defect Load |NIA [Minor [ Moderate  Significant

Likelh.Fail |Improbable | Possible

Probable  |Imminent  [Likeli.Fail |Improbable |Possile  |Probable  Imminent

Intemational Saciety of Arbariculture takes no responsibility for conclusions/recommendations drawn from use of this form. Adapted by Peter Waymuulh
ISA Board Cerlified Masler Arberisl (NZ - 0039BTM) from a data sheet produced for ISA Tree Risk Assessment Qualified (TRAQ) Arbarists in 2013
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ISA Tree Risk Assessment form  Date: 10.07.17 Peler Waymouth - ISA Board Cerlified Masler Arborist ~ NZ-0039BTM
Risk Categories
LIKELIHOOD Matrlx1 | Matrix 2
FAILURE | CONSE- [RISK
- | FAILURE | IMPACT | &IMPACT | QUENCES |Rate
i - || [mR-FiTpfp ¥ v] Tm[h[ulsTiTv n[ms]s | of
T, CONDITIONS | | |TAR-|GET |mjofr(m| 1|1 e[i|nfo|i|1]|e|i|i|e|Pat
N TREE OF PART |FALL| GET |PRO |pis|oim|o|o|dfg|l|m k|li]|g|n|g|v
D PART CONCERN sIZE | DIST| No |TECT|r|s|b|i|w|w|i|nh]ilelelk|I|o]ln]e
cD TRP coc PS | FD | TN |TGP|AIB C/D[E F G H[I J/K L[M N 0 P|RRp| CODES
1 |Largebranches |Fallureinstorms ~ [10cm|10m | 1 | NO | e |High
| | | |

Matrix 1. Likelihood matrix
Likellhood Likelihood of Impacting Target
of Fallure | Very Low Low Medium |

Imminent | Unlikely., | Somewhat | Likely
Probable | Unlikely | Unlikely | Somewhat | Likely
Possible | Unl likely | Unlikely | Somewhat

Improbable | Unllkely_ likely | Unlikely | Unilkely |

_ Matrix2, Riskrating matrix

Likellhdod Consequences of Failure
Fall&lmpact | Negligible = Minor  Significant | Severe

High

VeryLikely | Low | Moderate High

Likely | Moderate | High High
Somewhat | ~ Low Moderate | Moderate
Unlikely | Low | Low | Low Low

Notes, Explanations & Descriptions: Red circles in the photos aboy
show extensive shoot dieback evident (Feb 2017) in 33% the upper
canopy, over Taieri road. The target area is shown as orange arc on lhe
road & also delineates the canopy dripline. Below ground will be the
most likely area (orange) where damaged rools exist. Honey fungus is a
passible pathogen (presentin Dunedin) which may be active. Ilis |
difficult to detect as the small sporadic mushroom clusters appear only
briefly. The decay is gradual over many years despite the larger

portion of the canopy appearing heallhy. Siructural inslabilty becomes
an major windlhrow risk over ime.

AT Miligation Optlons
1, Felling to around level, grind stump & replant (eg 2.5m Liquidambar siyraciflua)

Tree RIsk Rating

Overall Tree Risk Rating Moderate High | Extreme | Work Priority [1]2[3[4] | | m
Overall Residual Risk |~ Low | Moderate High Extreme | Recommended Inspection Interval of: | 1 -year
Data | Final | Preliminary | Advanced Assessment needed | No | Yes | Type/Reason | ) o
Inspection Limitations Nnnal Visibility [ Access | Vines| Rools Buried IDescriba: Damééad rools may be under roadway

International Society of Arboriculture takes no responsibility for conclusions/recommendations drawn from use of this form. Adapled by Peter Waymouth
ISA Board Certified Master Arborist (NZ - 0039BTM) from a data sheet produced for ISA Tree Risk Assessment Qualified (TRAQ) Arborists in 2013
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