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Date	2nd	July	2020	

Name:	
Address:	198	Williamston	Road	Kingsville	3012	

Submission	to	amendments	C163mari	Strategic	Planning	Amendment	C163		

Dear	Stephen		

Firstly,	congratulation’s	on	this	process.	We	are	very	happy	to	see	this	happen	and	we	are	in	
love	with	our	tree	and	applaud	its	protection.		My	concern	is	that	this	will	affect	a	want	and	
need	we	have	in	the	future,		when	we	have	the	funds	to	do	so	to	extend	our	badly	needed	
living	area.		
An	amendment	suggestion	Is,	that	if	the	address	has	a	current	or	has	had	a	previously	
approved	development	application	prior	to	this	Amendments	C163	creation,	that	the	past	
D.A	is	still	warranted.		Point	being	that	it	was	allowed	back	then,		so	why	disallow	it	now
because	of	a	new	law.
Perhaps	it	can	be	worded	that	it	becomes	a	partnership	we’re	we	are	offered	help	and	a
process	to	work	out	the	best	results	for	both	the	tree	and	the	life	style	of	its	guardians	and
owners.		As	it	stands	the	current	building	and	deck	and	stupidly	small	living	room	area	is	in
the	protected	zone.	The	math	is	that	the	tree	needs	its	own	back	yard	which	for	a	small
block	like	the	ones	in	Kingsville	is	imposable.	I	have	had	multiple	arguments	with	neighbours
to	keep	the	tree,		as	its	beautiful	and		it	offers	natural	insulation	for	the	summers	sun	and	a
sanctuary	for	wildlife.	I	think	what	has	spurred	me	into	writing	today	is	the	language	used	so
far	in	the	tree	protection	zone	docs.	The	land	is	not	“effected”	and	or	encumbered	by	the
tree	its,	enhanced	and	with	help	from	all	parties	the	needs	of	the	private	land	owner	of	the
tree	and	the	law	makers	to	help	protect	the	tree,	all	can	get	what	is	best	by	both	parties.
What	do	you	think?		I	just	want	to	know	that	I	can	have	a	big	tree	and	a	living	room	down
the	track.

Regards
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From: Maribyrnong City Council Online Engagement Site - Survey Now Open
To: AmendmentC163
Subject:
Date: Thursday, 2 July 2020 5:41:23 PM

 just submitted the survey 'Amendment C163 Submission Form' with the
responses below.

Full name:

Organisation (if applicable):

I am writing as a private citizen but I am an honorary life member of the Friends of Stony
Creek and founding member of the Overpass Gardeners.

Address:

47 Tongue Street

Suburb:

YARRAVILLE, VIC

Email:

Phone number (during business hours):

Submission:

Re: Amendment C163 I am strongly in favour of the amendment to protect significant
trees on private land. As an owner who is affected by the proposed amendment, I am
delighted to see that the pepper tree in my neighbour's back garden has been nominated for
protection. It is one of the few large trees in the neighbourhood and provides habitat for
many birds, as well as adding shade and beauty to its environs. I have feared that with any
change of ownership to the property, this lovely tree would be cut down. Now I hope that
the amendment keeps it safe for future generations. As a 20 -year member of the Friends of
Stony Creek and founding member of the Overpass Gardeners, I have planted thousands of
trees in the suburb, and worked very hard to increase tree cover. I have been dismayed to
see some very old and beautiful trees cut down. This amendment, if passed, should help to
preserve such trees on private land and help green the suburb as well as reduce greenhouse
gases. So I am delighted to support the proposed amendment, and thank Council for the
initiative.

I acknowledge and accept the terms and conditions:

Accept 
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From: Maribyrnong City Council Online Engagement Site - Survey Now Open
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: Anonymous User completed Amendment C163 Submission Form
Date: Sunday, 5 July 2020 12:04:18 PM

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'Amendment C163 Submission Form' with the responses below

Full name:

Address:

Suburb:

Email:

Phone number (during business hours):

Submission:

I propose that the council protect the mature and magnificent Walnut tree located at 3 Queensville st Kingsville  In addition to its obvious beauty and
therefore enhancement of the neighborhood, research shows that mature trees sequester far more CO2 than immature trees  Cutting down old trees, even if
replaced by new ones, is detrimental to global warming

Supporting documents:

https://s3-ap-southeast-2 amazonaws com/ehq-production-
australia/6aa738d524c26ba8e3e263f055c720dcbee8b147/original/1593914118/Walnut_Tree_at_3_Queensville_St jpg_d5f0d463c00ba6a2f4eff5ccc5721040?
1593914118

I acknowledge and accept the terms and conditions:

Accept 
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From:
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: Amendment C163 - 41 Stirling Street Footscray
Date: Monday, 6 July 2020 8:46:08 AM
Attachments: image.png

Dear Sir/Madam

I wish to object to Amendment C163.  I am an affected resident as one of the trees
impacted, at 41 Stirling Street Footscray, neighbours my property, 39 Stirling Street. 

My concern is that the arborist reports to have the trees included in the first place, seem
to give no consideration to the damage the trees are causing in the regions.  The soil in my
neighbourhood is already incredibly dry.  The English Elm tree at 41 Stirling Street already
sucks up all the moisture in the area.  Our house here suffers constantly from cracking
because of the nature of the soil.  The Elm tree only exacerbates the problem because of
its sheer size.  Likewise, I cannot grow anything in my backyard because of that Elm tree.  

Will Council respond for the damage the tree is causing to my property?

I would request either of the following:

1. Remove the English Elm at 41 Stirling Street, Footscray, from the register altogether;
or

2. Provide a further report giving precise details on what potential damage the tree is
doing to my property and other surrounding properties.  It's clear from the photos
Council has provided that the power pole out the back of 41 Stirling Street is already
being severely compromised by the roots of the Elm treet - it is sitting at a 30 degree
angle, being pushed over by the Elm Tree's roots.  This in itself is a danger to the
neighbouring properties.  Council should then re-assess its inclusion of the tree in
the register and consider having the tree lopped.

In the meantime, I confirm that I object to Amendment C163.

While I appreciate that Council wants to preserve the trees and retain the character of
local communities, I would respectfully point out that this particularly tree, fronts a
laneway that Council gives no care about.  I have complained about the state of the
laneway on at least 4 occasions and nothing is done about it.  Likewise, I would point out
that the tree is doing more harm than good. 

Regards,

39 Stirling Street, Footscray
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From: Maribyrnong City Council Online Engagement Site - Survey Now Open
To: AmendmentC163
Subject:
Date: Wednesday, 8 July 2020 10:19:12 AM

 just submitted the survey 'Amendment C163 Submission Form' with the
responses below.

Full name:

Address:

Suburb:

Email:

Phone number (during business hours):

Submission:

Felling trees is philistine.

I acknowledge and accept the terms and conditions:

Accept 
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From:
To: AmendmentC163
Subject:
Date: Wednesday, 8 July 2020 7:46:05 PM

 just submitted the survey 'Amendment C163 Submission Form' with the
responses below.

Full name:

Address:

Suburb:

Email:

Phone number (during business hours):

Submission:

I support protection of significant trees.

I acknowledge and accept the terms and conditions:

Accept 
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From:
To: AmendmentC163
Subject:
Date: Friday, 10 July 2020 11:11:06 AM

 just submitted the survey 'Amendment C163 Submission Form' with the
responses below.

Full name:

Address:

Suburb:

Email:

Phone number (during business hours):

Submission:

It is important to maintain, encourage and grow tree canopy in high density development
areas, particularly inner city, densely populated and congested areas. As such if trees are
on private property I believe it is important for them to be preserved and maintained. For
Council to impose the restriction of 'cannot without permit' that needs to be enforced
through one on one consultation/education to those private owners. Systematic desktop
monitoring (or driveby etc) for compliance is not adequate; it requires personal liaison; it
requires people to be on the same side; it requires supportive communication to be an
effective tool for public cooperation and desired public acceptance - that means
employment of a person to fulfill the role of education via personal liaison with the public.

I acknowledge and accept the terms and conditions:

Accept 
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From:
To: AmendmentC163
Cc:
Subject: Tree 29 Oakland St
Date: Saturday, 11 July 2020 11:03:04 AM
Attachments: Neighbour Tree.docx

Hi Maribyrnong city council
Attached is our submission for amendment C163.
Regards 
31 Oakland st maribyrnong

>
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Maribyrnong City Council         31 Oakland Street 
Strategic Planning Amendment C163    Maribyrnong 
3032Footscray 3011 

Dear Chief Executive Officer of Maribyrnong City Council 

We are writing to oppose the amendment C163 Maribyrnong Significant Tree Register regarding one 
significant tree study Asset ID 37.  

Firstly, since living at this address for 14 years, we have contacted Maribyrnong City Council and previous 
owners numerous times about our concerns with this beautiful yet dangerous tree. It poses as a significant risk 
in a residential area, in close proximity of two houses, the adjacent house and to pedestrians.  

• This lemon-scented gum ‘Asset ID 37’ currently has the estimated height of 27m can potentially grow
above 40metres in height, making it a towering problem for both properties. This tree base is less
than 4 metres from our house.

• Failure Probability and Risk Category have both been classified as ‘Moderate’ for Asset ID 37.

• ‘The possibility of “branch-drop” needs to be considered in its positioning’ - Australian National
Botanic Gardens, Australian Government Initiative 2016. The house at 29 Oakland Street was built
before the tree was planted based on a long-term resident.

• 'Widow Maker’, which is a colloquial term, utilised for want of a technical word – giant eucalypts
including the lemon scented gum have the habit of dropping branches unexpectedly.

• This Lemon Scented Gum Asset ID: 37 is located in a flood prone area.
‘LAND SUBJECT TO INUNDATION OVERLAY (LSIO)’. (VICTORIAN STATE GOVERNMENT ENVIRONMENT
LAND, WATER AND PLANNING SERVICES 2020).

• Termites are an issue for all councils, however, we are aware of termite activity in both properties
over the years, hence a further concern regarding this tree/limbs falling potentially crushing either
house.

• Lightning is another concern for the tree falling on a property, as it is a very tall specimen.

• If the tree or branch falls on our house it will seriously damage/destroy our home and could result in
death.

• Other neighbours have also expressed their concerns over the safety of this tree. We can forward
names if you need.

• Should the tree be protected, will the council maintain it and take full responsibility of any damage it
causes?

Thank you for considering our concerns as we strongly oppose the protection of this tree in this residential 
area and recommend that it be removed for multiple safety reasons.  

Yours Sincerely 
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From:
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: Submission regarding amendment C163mari
Date: Monday, 13 July 2020 12:39:06 PM
Attachments: CCE_000679.pdf

To whom it may concern

Please find attached my submission regarding  Amendment C193 to the Maribyrnong
Planning Scheme as it relates to the Maribyrnong Significant Tree Register.

Yours sincerely
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From: Maribyrnong City Council Online Engagement Site - Survey Now Open
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: completed Amendment C163 Submission Form
Date: Wednesday, 22 July 2020 2:57:21 PM

just submitted the survey 'Amendment C163 Submission Form' with the responses
below.

Full name:

Address:

1/11 Goulburn Street

Suburb:

YARRAVILLE, VIC

Email:

Phone number (during business hours):

Submission:

As a resident in Yarraville, I support the Amendment and inclusion of protections to the
tree that affects the dwelling in which we reside. This tree and other in the street, provide
many benefits to us and the surrounding eco-system, in terms of wildlife habitat, food
source for wildlife & bees, shade, water retention, mulch & improving and maintaining
soil health. It also improves amenity providing a beauty, a positive outlook & connection
to nature. I support all trees in Maribyrnong, on public and private land, to be protected as
much as possible. With our climate changing, with more drought, heat, bushfires and
flooding, along with loss of species & essential pollinators, protecting and enhancing
vegetation in Maribyrnong is paramount. We need to act now and do what we can to stop
greenhouse gas emissions and drawdown existing emissions, which trees do so well. They
also provide us with fresh air to breath, so trees need to be the main priority in our city if
we are to have a healthy & safe future.

I acknowledge and accept the terms and conditions:

Accept 
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Amendment C163 - Permanent protection of significant trees 

  
185a Queensville Street 
Kingsville 
3012 
PH. 

To whom it may concern, 

Re: Requesting permission to perform regular pruning to a newly listed tree 

I am the owner/occupier of 185a Queensville street Kingsville. The tree proposed for 
protection controls is located in the backyard of my neighbour’s backyard at the rear of my 
property separated by a communal laneway. 

The tree is a eucalyptus gum tree, very large in size (approx. 17m high presently), 
and overhangs not only the 3m wide laneway, but my property fence line. It regularly drops 
branches, gum nuts and large amounts of leaves for many months of the year. When the 
tree bark and leaves drop at the end of the cycle, it requires large amounts of daily clean up. 
Bats also inhabit the tree at night and drop fruit remains and also poo on my outdoor 
furniture, wooden benches and BBQ causing permanent stains and damage. The large 
amount of dropped leaves also end up in my roof gutters, causing regular blockages and 
need constant maintenance. During our time at the property, we have also lost a significant 
amount of sunlight making it difficult to grow our own plants in the back of our property. 

I have in the last 10+ years of living at this property undertaken two significant cutbacks to 
the tree to ensure the tree doesn’t overhang my property fence line and to minimise the 
disruption to my backyard.  This has been done by a professional arborist to make sure that 
the pruning has no impact to the health of the tree. 

The cost to prune the tree by a professional arborist cost approx. $700 - $800 each time. 
The advice we have been given from the arborist suggests that this needs to be repeated in 
regular cycles every 3-4 years to maintain the tree overhanging and covering my backyard. 

I’d like to request permission to continue to perform essential pruning to branches that are 
over my property fence line regardless of the size of the branches.  

I wish to object to the additional permit and costs and rigid branch size restrictions. Perhaps 
restricting to the major forks in the tree to be off limits which I believe is more reasonable. 

I look forward to your feedback. 

Kind regards,  
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From:
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: Submission to protest addition of asset ID:120 in amendment C163
Date: Saturday, 25 July 2020 3:28:58 PM
Attachments: 1.jpg

2.jpg
3.jpg
4.jpg
5.jpg
6.jpg
7.jpg
8.jpg
9.jpg
10.jpg
11.jpg
12.jpg
13.jpg
14.jpg

To the planning authority of amendment C163,

We are writing to protest the addition of asset ID:120 (the tree on 1 Lily st Seddon)
to the City of Maribyrnong's significant tree register as it is causing various
damages to our property (8 Margaret st Seddon) and an addition to this register
would be likely to cause complications when dealing with these problems.

This tree's roots have been damaging the concrete driveway of the garage of our
property as well as the concrete within the garage and under the roller shutter. Its
branches have caused significant damage to our roller shutter and cars especially
since the backyard cant be used for parking. The tree may look exotic but for us, it
has been nothing but a pest creating damage and endless rubbish to our property.
We have attached photos that show these damages. 

We have been trying to discuss how to solve these problems with the owner of 1
Lily st property with on success and have just finally made some progress in
contacting the real estate company to arrange with the property owner of 1 lily st
Seddon to organise a fix to these problems. We're still hoping for an answer to
deal with their tree.

If the addition of this tree to the register cannot be prevented, We need insurance
form the council covering all damages caused by this tree to our property.

Regards,

8 Margaret St Seddon, 
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From: Maribyrnong City Council Online Engagement Site - Survey Now Open
To: AmendmentC163
Subject:  completed Amendment C163 Submission Form
Date: Tuesday, 28 July 2020 3:55:09 PM

 just submitted the survey 'Amendment C163 Submission Form' with the
responses below.

Full name:

Address:

Suburb:

Email:

Phone number (during business hours):

Submission:

I would like to see council undertake an audit of significant trees and apply rigorous
protections and controls on those trees. Within the last year, a significant, established gum
tree was cut from a property in our street. Many different birds as well as bats called this
tree home. None of them returned to our street after the tree was cut, destroying their
habitat and the landscape of the street irreparably. I understand it often dropped branches
on the house where it was located so they cut it right back to the stump. I feel there could
have been a compromise position where the tree was cut back to a more manageable height
- as a rate payor, I would be willing to subsidise maintenance of these trees on private
property in order to preserve the habitat for native fauna.

I acknowledge and accept the terms and conditions:

Accept 
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From: Melbourne Water
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: Response to your application for Planning scheme amendments - MWA-1178650
Date: Wednesday, 29 July 2020 9:48:12 AM
Attachments: Melbourne Water Response-29 Jul 2020 0947 AM.pdf

Dear Aleksandra Lobaza,

Please refer to the attached correspondence in regards to the following application:

Your Melbourne Water reference number: MWA-1178650
Application purpose: Planning scheme amendments
Application submission date: 03/07/2020
Municipal council area: Maribyrnong City Council

To respond to us regarding this application, please use
DevConnect@melbournewater.com.au quoting MWA-1178650 in the subject line.

This email is sent from a notification-only email address that does not accept incoming
email.

For general development enquiries contact our Customer Service Centre on 131 722.

Regards,

Indi Prathapasinghe  |  Planner , Development Planning Services | Melbourne Water
T: 131 722 | 990 La Trobe Street, Docklands, VIC 3008 | PO Box 4342 Melbourne VIC
3001 | melbournewater.com.au

Enhancing Life and Liveability
  If you have received this email in error, please notify the sender by return email, delete it
from your system and destroy any copies.
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29 July 2020

Aleksandra Lobaza 
Maribyrnong City Council
PO Box 58 
Footscray VIC 3011  

Dear Aleksandra,

Proposal: Planning scheme amendments - Amendment C163 - Significant Tree Register
Site location:  Maribyrnong Council limit

Melbourne Water reference: MWA-1178650
Council reference: C163 
Date referred: 01/07/2020 

Melbourne Water has reviewed the proposed planning scheme amendment and would like to offer
its support to the proposed tree protection controls. 

Advice 
 
For general development enquiries contact our Customer Service Centre on 131722.
  
Regards,
 

 
 
Indi Prathapasinghe  
Development Planning Services 
 
 

      

   

   
Page 1

   

Melbourne Water  ABN 81 945 386 953

990 La Trobe Street Docklands VIC 3008
PO Box 4342 Me bourne VIC 3001 Australia   
T 131 722  F  +61 3 9679 7099
melbournewater.com.au
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From: Ian Hopkins
To: AmendmentC163
Cc: Frank Denino; Sunny Bhasin; Tobias Meyer; Dwayne Singleton (VicRoads)
Subject: Yarra Trams submission on Amendment C163 - Significant Tree Register
Date: Friday, 31 July 2020 10:06:59 AM
Attachments: image099165.png

image071102.png
image022847.png
image195564.png

Dear Maribyrnong City Council

Thank you for forwarding the proposed planning scheme amendment C163 regarding Tree
Protection Zones.

As you may know, Yarra Trams has obligations to maintain tram network assets on behalf of the
State Government and in line with rail safety, occupational health and electrical safety legislative
requirements. 

To avoid doubt, Yarra Trams requests that Council include in the amendment language that
protects the maintenance of the safe and efficient function of “Tramways”, as one of the
functions for which a permit is not required for removal, destruction or lopping of a tree. 
“Tramways” is a defined term in the Planning Scheme, and the main assets which are most likely
to lead to the need to manage vegetation fall on land associated with the tramways, so would
normally fall into the definition, I’d think.

This would help clarify that Yarra Trams can continue to maintain the assets associated with the
tram network in the City of Maribyrnong without undue delays to the safe and efficient
maintenance of those assets on behalf of your community.

Whitehorse City Council recently incorporated references to Tramways as outlined above into
their C219 Permanent Tree Protection Zone amendment, and this was endorsed by a planning
panel as “logical and beneficial in terms of ensuring the exemptions operate efficiently.”

For extra context you may be interested to know that in other planning scheme applications the
term ‘tramway’ has been more expansively defined to include works associated with:
o new level access stops, including tram platforms and associated facilities, tram track and
tram overhead infrastructure
o segregation treatments to better separate trams from general traffic
o roadway alterations including bluestone kerbing, building awnings and associated traffic
and street furniture
o vegetation pruning and removal
o infrastructure to support improved priority for trams at traffic signals
o pedestrian operated signals and real-time passenger information
o ancillary infrastructure including sub-stations and driver facilities.

I trust Council will favourably consider this submission.  I’ve copied in a representative from the
Department of Transport’s statutory planning team.

Regards
Ian Hopkins
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From:
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: Significant Tree Study: 30 Chatham Street, Footscray
Date: Monday, 3 August 2020 3:09:48 PM

Dear Maribyrnong City Council

My wife and I are the owners of the property at 30 Chatham Street, Footscray.

I am writing in response to Amendment C163, under which you propose to include a tree 
on the above property under permanent tree protection controls.

The grounds of my objection are as follows:

1 the tree is particularly old, estimated by your arborist to be 100+ years, with a life 
expectancy of 11 to 20 years;

2 the structure of the tree is assessed by your arborist as ‘fair’, with a ‘moderate’ failure 
probability, and within a ‘moderate’ risk category;

3 the defects noted by your arborist are the co-dominant trunks and the already lopped 
canopy;

4 your arborist recommends risk reduction pruning; and

5 your arborist states that the tree is located in the front setback of the property.

Given the poor life expectancy of the tree, its ‘fair’ structure and ‘moderate' failure 
probability, the noted defects and the fact that the canopy has been lopped (on multiple 
occasions), I fail to see that there is any merit in permanently protecting the tree.  We 
receive complaints from our neighbours every year about their concern of limbs falling 
from the tree onto their houses or fences (the reason why we have the canopy lopped 
periodically).  The size of the tree means that many branches in the canopy that require 
periodic lopping have a diameter greater than 10cm.   Additionally, the periodic lopping 
requires more than 10% of the canopy to be removed at one time.  Including the tree 
permanently under the Amendment will force us to apply for and fight for a permit to carry 
out these works.  Council is simply creating more red/green tape by the Amendment, 
protecting an already senescent and risky tree.

Additionally, the tree is in the rear garden of the property, not in the front setback as 
claimed by your arborist.  Did your arborist actually inspect the tree?

If Council includes the tree in the Amendment, will the Council take out public liability 
insurance for any damage that the tree does to neighbouring properties as a result of us 
being restricted in  lopping the canopy?

Please remove the tree from Amendment C163.

Please acknowledge receipt of this email in writing.

Yours faithfully
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From:
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: Planning controls to protect significant trees
Date: Tuesday, 4 August 2020 1:18:06 PM

Hi Justin, 

RE: Property, 17 Castlemaine Street, Yarraville

Regarding our telephone conversation today regarding letter dated 26 June 2020:
Planning controls to protect significant trees
Maribyrnong Planning Scheme - Amendments C163 and C165

As discussed my main concerns by placing the tree at 4 Willis Street, Yarraville on the
significant tree register are as follows:

The owner will not regularly maintain the tree, as the owner will need to apply and pay for
a permit. I believe this will deter the owner from maintaining the tree on a regular basis,
i.e. every 2 to 3 years.

The owner will only be able to use certain arborists (council approved) to maintain the
tree. This would restrict the owner from only been able to get quotes from a limited list of
council approved arborists. This could potentially cost the owner more to do the
maintenance work as they will only be able to get quotes from the selected few council
approved aborists. This would be another factor in detering the owner to maintain the tree.

If the tree is not maintained regularly, it will  keep growing and cause significant
overshadowing  and debris on my property. I should have the right to be able to cut or
request the owner to cut back the tree as close to the property boundary so that it does not
impact my property. Already at certain times of the year the tree drops yellow flowers all
over my back yard. I'm unable to us my clothesline at certain times of the year due to this.

I also have safety concerns over the tree. Only at the end of last year a very large branch of
the tree broke off and was hanging for a couple of days over my shed until it finally broke
off. The owner of the tree organised someone to come over to remove the large branch and
debris a few days later. The person who removed the large branch mentioned that this type
of tree is susceptible to breaking branches. My next door neighbour also had a similar
situation a few years back with a very large branch breaking off and covering most of her
back yard.  Human safety needs to be taking into account as well as pet safety.

I understand that the council is trying to protect these old trees from developers who are
buy properties and are cutting them down. Council also needs to take into account that
some of these old trees are impacting boundary properties as I have mentioned above. The
tree at 4 Willis Street, Yarraville is a beautiful old tree,  but unfortunately the tree is right
at the edge of the property, at the boundary, and has a significant impact on 3 boundary
properties - 17 Castlemaine St, 15 Castlemaine St and 2 Maggie St Yarraville.

Please take my concerns into consideration when reviewing your amendments.

I can be contacted on:  or via email: 

Regards, 

17 Castlemaine Street, Yarraville 
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From:
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: Maribyrnong Significant Tree Register-Tree 91.
Date: Wednesday, 5 August 2020 1:08:36 PM

Dear Madam/Sir,

Re Removal from Maribyrnong Significant Tree Register Tree 91 at 2-4 Dongola Road, West
Footscray.

SAFETY OF TREE 91
We have resided at 6 Dongola Road West Footscray since 1974, Tree 91 is on the next door
property and over the years we have enjoyed the shade this lovely tree provides. Council has
assessed this tree as having no defects. This is incorrect because in the late 1970’s I helped the
then owner to prune Tree 91. The tree at this time had a large hollow in the lower trunk on the
south side about 45cm off the ground 10cm across and extending up the trunk about 30cm.
Forty years  on the trunk joined over the hollow, this is a serious weakness even though the tree
looks solid. Dead wood never regrows.

In the past twelve months persons have been killed and injured by fallen trees that were
apparently safe. It would be unwise of Council to place Tree 91 on the Significant Tree Register
after being advised of the internal weakness of the trunk. Who is going to accept responsibility if
the tree falls and reveals the known fact that the tree was hollow.

Owing to the safety issues the owners of Tree 91 should not be bound by regulations of the Tree
Register and have the right to remove the tree should they deem it necessary.

TREE PROTECTION ZONE
Tree 91 is located on the front fence line about 2mt. north of our side boundary fence. The TPZ 
covers half of our front yard and restricts future development of our property. This restriction
will affect the valuation of our property. Therefore if Tree 91 remains on the Register our
property should be revalued and the rates adjusted accordingly.  

RECOMMENDATION
We recommend that Tree 91 be removed from the Maribyrnong Significant Tree Register for
safety reasons. What price do you put on safety?

Kind Regards,

6 Dongola Road,
West Footscray, 3012.
Mbl. 
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From:
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: Amendment C163
Date: Wednesday, 5 August 2020 3:00:30 PM
Attachments: Submission against Amendment C163.pdf

Attached is the Submission of  against this Amendment.

1 Scenic Place
Maribyrnong  Vic 3032
Ph: 
M:  

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
www.avast.com
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From: Dwayne Singleton
To: AmendmentC163
Cc: Hopkins, Ian
Subject: Amendment C163, Maribyrnong Significant Tree Register, DoT submission
Date: Wednesday, 5 August 2020 5:25:31 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Amendment C163, Maribyrnong Significant Tree Register, DoT submission.pdf

Good afternoon

Please find attached the Department of Transport’s submission in relation to Amendment C163.

Kind Regards
Dwayne Singleton 
Statutory Planner (Roads)
Metropolitan North West Region
Department of Transport
12 Clarke Street,  
Sunshine VIC 3020
Ph: 0425 771 060 
dwayne.singleton@roads.vic.gov.au
vicroads.vic.gov.au

VicRoads is now part of the Department of Transport
I acknowledge the Traditional Aboriginal Owners of Country throughout Victoria and pay my
respect to Elders past and present and emerging and to the ongoing living culture of
Aboriginal people.

DISCLAIMER
The following conditions apply to this communication and any attachments: VicRoads
reserves all of its copyright; the information is intended for the addressees only and may be
confidential and/or privileged - it must not be passed on by any other recipients; any
expressed opinions are those of the sender and not necessarily VicRoads; VicRoads
accepts no liability for any consequences arising from the recipient's use of this means of
communication and/or the information contained in and/or attached to this communication.
If this communication has been received in error, please contact the person who sent this
communication and delete all copies.
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Ref: 202018 

 
 
Mr Stephen Wall 
Chief Executive Officer 
Maribyrnong City Council 
by email: amendmentc163@maribyrnong.vic.gov.au 
 
Dear Mr Wall 
 
Maribyrnong Planning Scheme 
Amendment C163 – Significant Tree Register 
 
Thank you for providing notice to the Department of Transport of Amendment C163 which 
seeks to implement planning controls to protect trees on Maribyrnong’s Significant Tree 
Register. 
 
The Department supports Council’s initiative to protect significant trees within the 
municipality subject to a change in the proposed planning control. The Department’s 
submission is as follows: 
 
Road Network - Public Acquisition Overlay 1 (PAO1)  
 
As confirmed with Council’s Strategic Planning team, it is noted that two of the trees 
proposed for inclusion within the Environmental Significance Overlay 2 (ESO2) are also 
affected by the PAO1, namely: 
 

• Tree No. 61 (125-155 Ashley Street, Braybrook) 

• Tree No. 83 (258 Ballarat Road, Braybrook) 
 

The Department is responsible for the management of Ashley Street and Ballarat Road 
which includes protecting the PAO1 from incursions that would impede future road widening 
projects.  While there are no current or imminent plans for road widening or improvements at 
these locations, the ESO2 as currently drafted does not address the possibility of conflict 
between the proposed ESO2 and the existing PAO1. 
 
Public Transport Network  
 
The Department is also responsible for the safe and efficient operation of the public transport 
network. Council’s Strategic Planning team has confirmed three of the trees on the Register 
are proximate to existing tram and train lines, namely:    
 

• Tree No. 88 (68 Raleigh Road Maribyrnong) – next to tram route 

• Tree No. 150 (101 Droop Street Footscray) – next to tram route 

• Tree No. (129 Albert Street Seddon) – next to train line 
 

While there is adequate separation at present, there is a possibility that growth in these trees 
could interfere with tram and train infrastructure and movements. As with the PAO1, the 
proposed ESO2 does not provide a remedy if conflict arises between such trees and the tram 
and train lines. 
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 Page 2 of 2  

Recommended Resolution 
 
It is acknowledged the PAO1 land may not be utilised for many years. It is also 
acknowledged the trees proximate to the rail and tram lines may not interfere with safety and 
efficiency of the network. The Department is therefore supportive of all the identified trees 
being retained in the ESO2 control provided agreement can be reached in relation to the 
wording of the ESO2 control. 
 
To overcome the Department’s concerns, the Department recommends a dot point be added 
to the list of permit exemptions as follows: 
 

“A permit is not required to:   
 

• …………. 

• Remove, destroy or lop any vegetation that impedes the safety, efficiency or future 
development of the State transport network (including tramways, railway lines, bus 
routes and arterial roads) as determined by the Head, Transport for Victoria”.  

 

The Department is also in receipt of the email submission from Yarra Trams dated 31 July 
2020.  The Department understands Yarra Trams will confirm with Council that it supports 
the proposed change to the ESO2 above.  
 
Should you have any enquiries regarding this matter, please contact Dwayne Singleton at 
dwayne.singleton@roads.vic.gov.au. 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
Simon Basic  
Manager Transport Planning  
Under delegation from the Head, Transport for Victoria   
  
05/08/2020   
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From:
To: AmendmentC163
Cc:
Subject: Objection to Amendment C163mari
Date: Wednesday, 5 August 2020 11:28:31 PM

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments in relation to Amendment C163mari. I
provide my comments below. 

1. I oppose the following aspects of clause 3.0 to Schedule 2 to clause 42.01 of the ESO,

a) A permit should not be required to construct a fence. The property owner should be able
to construct a fence of their own choosing and discretion. The requirement to obtain a
permit does not provide protective value to the tree concerned or the property owner.
Furthermore, this reduces the costs of owning property in the City of Maribyrnong.
b) A permit should not be required to lop vegetation or prune branches greater than 10cm
in diameter and be greater than 10% of the canopy, where the vegetation and/or branches
cause damage to the property or neighbouring affected properties. This reduces the costs of
owning property in the City of Maribyrnong.
c) To the extent that the previous point is not accepted, a permit should not be required
where such loping vegetation does significantly damage the tree or the branches up to 25
cm in diameter are pruned.   This reduces the costs of owning property in the City of
Maribyrnong.

Imposing permits for the above points deters a potential buyer from purchasing the
affected property or a neighbouring property of the tree. In turn, this results in downward
pressure to the market value of the property.

2. Asset ID 73  on the Assessments for City of Maribyrnong Significant Tree Study ('the
study') should be removed from the table in Schedule 2 of clause 42.01 of the ESO on the
basis that this tree is not significant.

This tree is a Moreton Bay Fig tree at the rear of 31 Somerville Road, Yarraville VIC
3013. 

The tree's significance statement in the study is described as:

This is a large specimen with a wide spreading crown.

The above statement focuses on the width of this tree's crown. It has not been included due
to the reason that other trees have been included such as:

1. This is a large tree with a wide spreading and sweeping canopy, adding character and
aesthetic value to the local landscape (asset ID 72)
2. This specimen is in a prominent location, can be seen from afar, is a strong feature of
the streetscape and landscape (asset ID 42)

In fact, the tree does not add character and aesthetic value to the local landscape,
accordingly, the significance statement as described in the study for this particular tree is
accurate. The tree is situated at the rear of a long block of land. The  current trees towards
the front and side of the block of land and the existing dwelling obscure the view of this
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tree from the frontage to a large extent. It is not in a prominent location that can be easily
seen by those driving or walking past the property or on either Somerville Road,
Castlemaine Street or Stephen Street. It does not positively nor significantly contribute
towards the look, character, ambience or feel of the surrounding area.

The land on which the tree is situated is also surrounded by homes on either side which
obscure views of this tree and cannot be seen from afar to contribute to the local Yarraville
landscape. In particular, there are a significant number of 3 storey townhouses and large
double story dwellings at the corner of Stephens Street and Somerville Rd through to the
corner of Stephen Street Stephens and Castlemaine Street which significantly obscure the
views of this tree. This includes the double storey dwellings  on Castlemaine Street
including my home at 6 Castlemaine St Yarraville. 

Furthermore, being an old, mature, well established tree should not, by itself, cause it to be
significant and be protected. Nor would a previous owner be an appropriate reason to
consider the tree to be significant. The City of Maribyrnong should have allowed owners
of properties affected by having this tree included in the Significant Tree Register the
opportunity to provide comments before deciding that the tree was significant. I have no
record of receiving any correspondence in relation to this matter.

3. This tree has been the cause of various issues for the homes in the immediately
surrounding properties, including my property, which includes but is not limited to the
following:

a) the tree canopy has not been pruned for many years by its owners and is over grown.
Accordingly, it's canopy significantly affects the amount of northern sunlight that directly
comes into my north facing backyard.  As a result, direct sunlight disappears by 11am. The
backyard is cast in strong shade for the rest of the day.
b) the tree roots have grown into my property, damaging my fence and garden. I cannot put
paving down, as there is a potential that if tree roots grew directly under the paving, there
will be damage to the paving over time.
c) the tree roots have damaged my underground plumbing pipes and that of a neighbour. I
have incurred costs a number of times to unblock my sewerage pipes due to being blocked
by the tree roots from this tree.
d) the tree's proximity to my house is such that the wind causes leaves to blow onto my
roof. This will result in incurring costs to regularly remove tree leaves to prevent blocked
gutters.

The pruning and tree lopping controls that would apply if this tree was permanently
protected would result in severe restrictions and be a detriment to the tree's owner, myself
and my immediate neighbours, especially when the tree is causing problems to
neighbouring properties.

Instead, lopping vegetation and pruning related to this tree should not require a permit by
the immediate property owner and/or neighbouring properties where it is negatively
affecting the relevant party. Professional arborist advice to be sought by the relevant party
where necessary.

As mentioned under point 2, this tree does not add any character or value to the
surrounding landscape in Yarraville. It is not seen from afar, nor is it in a location where it
is able to be enjoyed by the community. This tree would be suitable for permanent
protection if it was growing in a park, such as Yarraville Gardens, where it had sufficient
room to grow without damaging and affecting neighbouring properties and can be enjoyed
by the broader community and wildlife.
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I strongly urge you to reconsider the proposed amendments to clause 3.0 of Schedule 2 of
clause 42.01 of the ESO and to exclude asset ID 73 from the table to Schedule 2. 

Regards

6 Castlemaine Street
Yarraville VIC 3013
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From: Eloise Dowd
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: National Trust Submission - Maribyrnong Amendment C163 (protection of trees on our Significant Tree Register)
Date: Thursday, 6 August 2020 9:22:44 AM
Attachments: 2020 08 05 Amendment C163 Maribyrnong FINAL.pdf

Attachment 1. T12059 Tallowwood  Maribyrnong classification report.pdf

To the Strategic Planning Manager,

Please find attached the National Trust's submission to Amendment C163.

Many thanks,

Logo

Eloise Dowd
Environmental Heritage Advocate
(Working days: Mon-Thu)

Phone: (03) 9656 9823
Email: eloise.dowd@nattrust.com.au
National Trust of Australia (Victoria)
6 Parliament Place, East Melbourne, VIC 3002

We acknowledge the Traditional Owners of Country throughout Victoria and recognise the continuing connection to lands, waters and
communities. We pay respect to Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander cultures; and to Elders past, present and future.  

This email and any files transmitted with it are confiden ial and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you
have received this email in error please notify the system manager. This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual
named. If you are not the named addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy his e-mail. Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if
you have received this e-mail by mistake and delete this e-mail from your system. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified hat disclosing,
copying, distributing or taking any action in reliance on he contents of this information is stric ly prohibited.
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6 Parliament Place 

East Melbourne 

VIC 3002 

 

Email: conservation@nattrust.com.au 

Web: www.nationaltrust.org.au 

 

T 03 9656 9818 

6August 2020 

Strategic Planning Unit 

Maribyrnong City Council 

PO Box 58 

FOOTSCRAY VIC 3011 

Emailed to: AmendmentC163@maribyrnong.vic.gov.au 

 

Re: Maribyrnong Planning Scheme Amendment C163 

To the Strategic Planning Manager, 

The National Trust of Australia (Victoria) supports Amendment C163 prepared by the Maribyrnong 

City Council, which proposes to implement permanent protection for 85 trees or tree groups that 

have been assessed as being significant and have been included in the Maribyrnong Significant Tree 

Register 2019.  

The National Trust acknowledges that Amendment C163 is consistent with the following objectives 

under Section 4 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987:  

(b) To provide for the protection of natural and man-made resources and the maintenance of 

ecological processes and genetic diversity. 

(d) To conserve and enhance those buildings, areas or other places which are of scientific, 

aesthetic, architectural or historical interest, or otherwise of special cultural value. 

(g) To balance present and future interests of all Victorians. 

We also recognise that the Amendment supports the National Trust’s vision that ‘our diverse 

heritage is protected and respected, contributing to strong, vibrant and prosperous communities.’  

We support well considered policies that protect the longevity of Melbourne's urban forest, in 

particular the protection of significant trees on public and private land; the provision of additional 

canopy cover to mitigate the heat island effect and provide health benefits to the community; the 

creation of healthier ecosystems with a greater diversity of species; the wise use and reuse of water; 

the multi-tiered sign off process for tree removals; the recognition that trees contribute 

economically and socially as well as environmentally to cities and suburbs; and the promotion of 

community engagement and participation.  

We strongly support the statutory protection of trees in the both public and private realms via a 

Significant Tree Register. This is particularly important given the urban development pressures on 

the Maribyrnong municipality. While we recognise that trees on public land will not be included in 

this Register, we would expect that the regulation, planning, and management of trees in the public 

realm of Maribyrnong is assessed in line with council policies and any proposed Register. Any 

proposed removals or significant changes to trees on public land should be subject to community 

consultation, recognising the role of these trees in community and civic life. 
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The National Trusts of Australia Register of Significant Trees includes over 20,000 trees in 1,200 

locations in Victoria (https://trusttrees.org.au/). Currently, there are four trees on the Register 

located in the Maribyrnong municipality:  

1. Brahea armata (Blue Hesper Palm) (file no: T11573), located at Footscray Park in Footscray 

https://trusttrees.org.au/tree/VIC/Footscray/Footscray Park Ballarat Road  

2. Angophora hispida (Dwarf Apple Myrtle) (file no: T11574), located at Footscray Park in 

Footscray: https://trusttrees.org.au/tree/VIC/Oak Park/26 Josephine Street 

3. Vitex agnus-castus (Chaste Tree) (file no: T11575), located at Footscray Park in 

Footscrayhttps://trusttrees.org.au/tree/VIC/Footscray/Footscray Park Ballarat Road 2 

4. Eucalyptus microcorys (Tallowwood), (file no: T12059), located at 70 The Esplanade, 

Maribyrnong: https://trusttrees.org.au/tree/VIC/Maribyrnong/70 The Esplanade 

Trees 1-3 are on public land and therefore not eligible for inclusion in the Council Register. Tree 4, 

Eucalyptus microcorys, is not currently included in the proposed Register. This tree was classified by 

the National Trust in 2003 and has not been checked recently. We would recommend Council check 

the condition of this tree and consider its inclusion in the Register (please see Attachment 1 for our 

classification report). 

Ongoing management after the C163 Amendment process 

Separate to the current C163 Amendment process, we suggest that Council directly communicate 

the recommendations outlined by Homewood Consulting in the Maribyrnong City Council Significant 

Tree Review (2019) to property owners in writing. Furthermore, Council may wish to consider 

establishing a contact list of arborists with experience working on significant and heritage trees, as a 

further resource available to property owners. The National Trust manages such a list and would be 

happy to assist with this.  

We support the recommendations made by Homewood Consulting, including regular reviews of the 

Register to update existing records and assess new nominations, and the development of a program 

to increase community and property owner knowledge and engagement with significant trees in the 

municipality. The National Trust is regularly involved in such programs and forums with other 

Councils and community groups, and would be pleased to offer this support to Maribyrnong City 

Council for such a program. Council might also consider the implementation of a plaque system for 

owners to identify their significant trees, and explore additional ways to assist landowners in 

significant tree management, such as a rate rebate or grants system. 

Conclusion 

We strongly support Amendment C163, which will provide protection for significant individual and 

groups of trees on private land in the Maribyrnong City Council municipality, recognising the 

important role of these trees for their cultural, historical, aesthetic and ecological values. The 

National Trust commends Council for its commitment to protecting and enhancing the landscape 

quality of the municipality, ensuring that these significant natural assets are preserved and 

protected for current and future generations. 
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If you have any questions regarding the above, please contact Eloise Dowd, Environmental Heritage 

Advocate, on 9656 9823, or at eloise.dowd@nattrust.com.au. 

Yours faithfully, 

Felicity Watson 

Advocacy Manager 

National Trust of Australia (Victoria) 

Attachment 1: Classification Report for Tallowwood, Maribyrnong (File no: T12059) 
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National Trust of Australia (Vic) Classification Report – Significant Trees 1 
7/27/2020 6:29 PM e\sf\camp\tree\assess576.2 

 

NATIONAL TRUST OF AUSTRALIA (VICTORIA)  
 
 

CLASSIFICATION REPORT 
FILE NO: T12059 
 
 

NAME :   
 
Family:  Myrtaceae 
 
Botanical Name: Eucalyptus microcorys 
 
Common name: Tallow wood 
 
LOCATION:  
 
Address & Locality: 70 The Esplanade Maribyrnong 
 
Private dwelling. 
 
 
Municipality (Shire/Council):  City of Maribyrnong 
 
Melway / Vicroads Reference: 28 A7 
 
Longitude: 
 
Latitude: 
 
 
STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE: 
 
 
What is significant? 
 
The tree is a very fine specimen with a good canopy.  It is V-crotched 2m above the ground, but 
apart from this it is in excellent condition.  It had excellent foliage density. 
 
This is a distinctive species taxonomically within the genus eucalyptus and is fairly uncommon in 
metropolitan Melbourne with less than 10 specimens known (according to John Reid Botanist and 
Eucalyptus expert at the Herbarium). 
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National Trust of Australia (Vic) Classification Report – Significant Trees 2 
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How is it significant? 
 
The tree is significant for: 
 
CATEGORIES:  (Circle One or More) 
 
(See Overleaf for Sub-Categories) 
 

1. Any tree which is of horticultural or genetic value and could be an important source of 
propagating stock, including specimens that are particularly resistant to disease or 
exposure.  

 
2. Any tree which occurs in a unique location or context and so provides a contribution to 

the landscape, including remnant native vegetation, important landmarks, and trees 
which form part of an historic garden, park or town. 

 
3. Any tree of a species or variety that is rare or of very localised distribution. 

 
4. Any tree that is particularly old or venerable. 

 
5. Any tree outstanding for its large height, trunk circumference or canopy spread. 

 
6. Any tree of outstanding aesthetic significance.  

 
7. Any tree which exhibits a curious growth form or physical feature such as abnormal 

outgrowths, natural fusion of branches, severe lightning damage or unusually pruned forms. 
 

8. Any tree commemorating a particular occasion (including plantings by Royalty) or having 
associated with an important historical event. 

 
9. Any tree associated with Aboriginal activities. 

 
10.  Any tree that is an outstanding example of the species. 

 
at an International / National / State / Regional / Local level (choose one). 
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National Trust of Australia (Vic) Classification Report – Significant Trees 3 
7/27/2020 6:29 PM e\sf\camp\tree\assess576.2 

SIGNIFICANT TREES : CATEGORIES AND SUB-CATEGORIES 

 
 

Note:  These should be clearly demonstrated in the Statement of Significance 
 

Category 1 : Horticultural Value 
 
1-Blank 
 
 
Category 2 : Location or Context 
 
1-Blank 
2-Historic Garden or Park 
3-Historic Cemetery 
4-Important Landmark 
5-Remnant Native Vegetation 
6-End of Natural Range 
7-Contribution to Landscape 
8-Historic Town 
9-Historic Planting Style 
 
 
Category 3 : Rare or localised 
 
1-Blank 
2-Only Known Specimen 
3-1 to 10 Known Specimens (in metro Melb) 
4-10 to 50 Known Specimens 
5-In the Wild 
6-End of Natural Range 
7-Disjunct Community 
 
 
Category 4 : Particularly Old 
 

1-Blank 
 
 

Category 5 : Outstanding Size 
 

1-Blank 

2-Height 
3-Circumference 

4-Canopy Spread 

5-Height x Circumference 

6-Spread x Circumference 

7-Height x Circumference x Spread 

 

Category 6 : Aesthetic Value 
 
1-Blank 

 
 

Category 7 : Curious Growth Form 
 
1-Blank 

2-Abnormal Outgrowths 

3- Fusion of Branches 

4-Unusually Pruned 

5-Unusually Damaged 
 
 

Category 8 : Historical Value 
 

1-Blank 

2-Cultural Group 

3-Public Feature 

4-World War 1 

5-World War 11 

6-British Royalty 

7-Non-British Royalty 

8-Visiting Dignitary 

9-Australian Public Figure 

10-Victorian Public Figure 
 
 

Category 9 : Aboriginal Culture 
 

1-Scarred Tree 

2-Corroboree Tree 
 
 

Category 10 : Outstanding Example of Species 
 

1-Blank 
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Why is it significant? 
 
The tree is of significance for scientific, and aesthetic reasons at a regional level.  
 
EXTENT: 
 
Number of trees (if more than one): 1 
 
Access: Restricted but visible from street 
 
 
 
CATEGORY: N/A 
 
HISTORY: 
 
 
CONTEXTUAL HISTORY  
 
 
HISTORY OF PLACE 
 
N/A  
 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
 
MEASUREMENTS 
 
Circumference (of trunk at 1.4 metres above ground level):  3.7 metres 
 
Spread N-S: 9.6metres Spread E-W: 9.67metres 
 
Height:  20.75 metres 
 
Date Measured: June 2003 Measured with instrument 
 
Measured By: Greg Moore from  Significant Tree Register Committee 
 
Estimated Age: 70-80+years old 
 
Is the specimen:  Wild / Cultivated 
 
Planted by whom: (if known) 
 
Identified by / Reference Greg Moore Significant Tree Register Committee and John Reid 
Herbarium (comments re species) 
 
CONDITION: 
 
Good / Fair / Poor / Dead   
 
COMPARISON: 
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No others on register  
 
APPENDICES: 
 
Plans, maps, illustrations, photographs. 
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Put this section on a separate page. 

____________________________________________ 
FOR INTERNAL PURPOSES ONLY 

OWNERSHIP / CONTROLLING AUTHORITY (CONFIDENTIAL) 

Private dwelling 

LOCATION OF PLACE 

70 The Esplanade Maribyrnong 

MANAGEMENT ISSUES/THREATS 

Potential threat from new owner of the property who may wish to remove it.  Specimen is in a very 
cramped garden bed in which the soil has been built up around it.  It is recommended that the 
owner rectify this situation. 

DATE OF SUBMISSION 

Jan 2004 

PHOTOGRAPHS  attached 

NAMES & ADDRESSES OF SENDER/RESEARCHERS/COMPILERS/CONTRIBUTORS 

Simone Stelmasiak-van Mourik 
64 The Esplanade 
Maribyrnong 

DATE AND EXTENT OF LAST INSPECTION 
Nov 2003 

NAMES OF PEOPLE MAKING INSPECTIONS 

Andrew McCutcheon  
Member of the Significant Tree Register Committee 

DATES OF SUBMISSIONS & APPEALS 

EXISTING DESIGNATIONS 

LEVEL/GRADING 
ie. International, National, State, Regional. or Local 

OFFICE USE ONLY: 

FILE NO.:T12048 
D.BASE NO.:
CLASSIFIED:  (DATE)
STC:10/03
CSC:
COUNCIL:
NEW CLASS. SHEET
COMPLETED:  Y / N
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From:
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: Submission to Strategic Planning Amendment C163
Date: Thursday, 6 August 2020 4:20:38 PM
Attachments:

To whom it may concern,

Please find our written submission to the Strategic Planning Amendment C163 attached.

Please contact me if you require any further information.
Kind regards,

96 Pentland Parade, Yarraville, VIC 3013
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96 Pentland Parade, Yarraville, VIC 3013 
Submission to: 

Maribyrnong Planning Scheme 
Amendment C163 

Maribyrnong City Council 

To whom it may concern, 

As residents of 96 Pentland Parade, Yarraville, VIC 3013, we write in response to the proposed 

Amendment C163. We would like to acknowledge the importance of significant trees and commend 

the Maribyrnong City Council for valuing these trees. However, we wish to provide the following 

feedback: 

1. The TPZ (depicted by a green circle) in the ‘Maribyrnong City Council Significant Tree

Register 2019 Draft for Consultation’ document (‘Maribyrnong-Significant-Tree-Register-

2019.pdf’) does not accurately reflect the coverage of the tree (asset ID 20, page 58 of

document). As can be clearly seen in the image, the TPZ is far larger than the foliage

coverage. This must be revised to reflect the true foliage coverage and approved by all

impacted residents.

2. The maps of TPZ areas depicted in ‘Amendment-C163-Proposed-planning-scheme-maps.pdf’

are at too small of a scale to make informed decisions about the true size of the TPZ and the

impact on surrounding areas. For example, the information provided does not provide a

sufficient level of spatial data to make informed decisions about a 10% encroachment into

the TPZ (such as that noted in Section 7.2.3 of the ‘Maribyrnong-Significant-Tree-Register-

2019.pdf’ document). It is recommended that far higher resolution data are provided to

impacted residents.

3. It is unclear what restrictions apply to building/development in the TPZ. For example, if we

were to add a second story onto our property at 96 Pentland Parade (and not change the

footprint of the current structure), what are the implications from a permit / building /

development perspective? From our understanding, as this does not increase the footprint

of the property, there is no encroachment into the TPZ.

4. The tree (asset ID 20) does not currently meet the minimum 2m clearance space from our

property (96 Pentland Parade) depicted in Figure 4 on page 17 of the ‘Maribyrnong-

Significant-Tree-Register-2019.pdf’ document. Therefore, it is recommended that urgent

works are undertaken to the tree to ensure that this clearance is provided.

5. The tree (asset ID 20) has significant negative impacts on our property. The tree drops a

significant amount of leaf matter that has caused significant damage to our property

(through flooding of drains, for example) and requires very regular maintenance (gutter

cleaning, for example), all of which has, and continues to, come at significant cost to us, as

owners of 96 Pentland Parade. Furthermore, it blocks out a significant amount of light, both

through our rear windows and skylights. Therefore, it is recommended that significant

pruning of the tree be urgently undertaken (in addition to that recommended in point #4) to

reduce the overhand of the tree onto our property (96 Pentland Parade) and to also reduce

the canopy volume.

6. Amendment C163 is vague with respect to timing of and responsibilities for tree

maintenance and ensuring that requirements stipulated in relevant documents are adhered
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to. For example, for tree asset ID 20, it is indicated that risk reduction pruning be undertaken 

as a moderate priority. However, it is not articulated how regularly risk reduction pruning be 

undertaken. As trees grow, a schedule needs to be implemented to reflect the requirements 

for regular pruning. It is recommended that pruning must be undertaken every 12 months 

and assessments be conducted by Maribyrnong City Council every 12 months to ensure all 

requirements are adhered to. Furthermore, there is a need for greater clarity around who 

holds responsibility (including financial responsibility) for this routine maintenance. It is our 

recommendation that responsibility (including financial responsibility) be shared by the 

owners of the property on which the tree resides, and Maribyrnong City Council. 

We look forward to contributing to further edits to Amendment C163. 

Kind regards, 
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From:
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: Amendment C163 Submission
Date: Thursday, 6 August 2020 4:59:59 PM

AMENDMENT C163 SUBMISSION FORM 

Maribyrnong City Council
Strategic Planning Amendment C163       
PO Box 58   
Footscray VIC 3011
amendmentc163@maribyrnong.vic.gov.au 

1. Name:

*Authorised Contact:

2. Organisation if applicable

3. Address: 8 Vine Street

4. Suburb: Braybrook 3019

5.

6. Phone number business hours: -

7. Your Submission: see below pages following after point 9.

8. Supporting documents as attached.

*Please note that Additional information will be provided separately, the Applicant
having been impacted by considerable stress with extenuating circumstances and
restrictions impacted by Co-vid 19.
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From:  < > 
Sent: Thursday, 6 August 2020 4:12 PM
To: Email <Email@maribyrnong.vic.gov.au>
Cc: ' < >
Subject: Strategic Planning Committee

Strategic Planning Committee

Dear Ms Lobaza,

I am writing in regards to the council’s Significant Tree Register. Last year we attended an
information session and were told that a tree in our front yard was nominated because of its
‘outstanding size’ (ID: 70, 2 Dongola Road, West Footscray).  After this meeting we sent an email
to the Strategic Planning Committee outlining our concerns about the potential  registration of
the tree on our property. Disappointingly, we received no response to our email. Two days ago
our neighbours informed us that they had received information about the finalisation of the
register. We received no such notification. Our neighbours supplied us with your name and we
are making contact again to outline our objection to the registration of this tree into the
Significant Tree Register.
We have two primary concerns. Firstly, we remain concerned about the long term safety of this
tree. As we outlined in our last email we believe that potentially the arborist who inspected the
tree would not have seen a very significant hollow in the base of the tree as it could not be
sighted from the footpath outside our property. We assume as no-one asked permission to enter
our property that this hollow remained unobserved. Given the age of the tree and this potential
weakness we are becoming increasingly concerned that in a storm the tree may fall over, putting
the safety of our family at risk. Our second concern is one of the devaluation of our property. We
had bought the property with the expectation that we would be able to develop the site. Having
a tree on the Significant Tree Register and the regulations that go with this will significantly
impede our ability to do so. Given these uncertain times and the impact they are having on our
financial security we feel that a decision to place the tree on a register is an unreasonable
imposition by the council. Taking our concerns into consideration we ask that the council remove
the tree from the register. We also request that this email is responded to in a timely manner
please.

Kindest regards,
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From:
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: Submission to Amendment C163, Tree Protection Controls
Date: Thursday, 6 August 2020 9:54:01 PM

Hello, my name is . I currently own a property which is located adjacent to,
and directly underneath a tree that has been nominated for the register.

Please consider our submission below, as opposition to the proposed amendment, C163.
We support only the amendment to clause 21.5 where it relates to trees on public property,
and we support the deletion of interim schedule 3 to the ESO.

While we respect the council's objectives in attempting to include the tree register in the
planning scheme, we oppose the remainder of the amendment on the following grounds:

- It does not sufficiently consider the rights of property owners to protect and
maintain their properties without undue financial stress due to leaf litter damage, damage
caused by fallen branches and harm to facades and structures.
Nowhere does the significant tree register, associated documents or amendment C163
provide any obvious point of redress or physical management of ongoing risk to
landowners who will potentially sustain injury to persons or damage to structures on their
land caused by significant trees. As such we oppose all the amendments apart from the
deletion of interim schedule 3 to the ESO.

The time and costs associated with going through the planning process and engaging
professional arborists every year will leave many unable to effectively maintain their trees.
As such we oppose the amendment and permanent adoption of Clause 21.05, and propose
that significant trees on private property should be able to be pruned and trimmed at will
without requiring an arborists report, while still requiring planning permission.

- Tree specimen #73 appears on the register, as an example, for no other point of
significance other than that it is large. It is at least 20 years older than its expected ULE,
and can not be clearly seen from the street on either side of the block. It significantly
adversely affects the 4 adjacent properties, because it is located in the corner of a section.
The tree appears to have been added to the register while the property it is located on has
been abandoned, and no effort or opportunity has been made by the owners to request
removal. A mechanism to have such trees reviewed and removed from the register without
requiring planning permission or arborist's reports would assist landowners and give them
greater rights to protect themselves and their properties, particularly where trees have been
nominated by unknown third parties who are not landowners affected by the proposed
amendments. As such we oppose the amendment of Clause 21.12 and insertion of
Schedule 2 into the Environmental Significance Overlay as proposed, unless modified to
include such a mechanism.

We propose a review of the register, prior to any adoption of permanent controls, which
removes trees from the register which have no significance other than their size, or
adversely impact numerous properties. The register should be amended to remove trees
from the register that are past their ULE and have a moderate or higher risk rating, to
ensure that people in Maribyrnong and their properties are well protected by their council.
This will also encourage people in the catchment to allow their trees to grow, instead of
limiting the size or presence of trees on their properties out of fear that they will be added
to the register in the future. Until this occurs, we oppose all the amendments as proposed
apart from the deletion of interim schedule 3 to the ESO.
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Regards,
-- 

2/29 Somerville Rd, Yarraville 3013
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From: Maribyrnong City Council Online Engagement Site - Survey Now Open
To: AmendmentC163
Subject: Anonymous User completed Amendment C163 Submission Form
Date: Thursday, 6 August 2020 10:56:02 PM

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'Amendment C163 Submission Form' with the
responses below.

Full name:

Address:

38 Church St

Suburb:

WEST FOOTSCRAY, VIC

Email:

Phone number (during business hours):

Submission:

As the resident of the 38 Church St, West Footscray, I will be directly affected by the
register of the significant tree next door. I would like to Council to consider my below
point of having different protection controls against significant trees on private land and
public land. I do not hold any opposition against having protections on significant trees in
the neighbourhood, and in fact believe it will benefit the community in many ways.
However, I believe that significant trees on private properties should be listed under a
different registered list with specific protection rules around it as significant trees on
private and public properties have different affects to the surrounding community on
different scales. Large trees may cause damage to surrounding properties, both roots and
canopy. Large buried roots have caused damage to buried pipes; the mass amount of fallen
leaves and seeds during autumn, large amount of seedlings sprout the following spring like
weeds and are very high maintenance, smaller surface roots overtake the surface of the
ground, and large shaded areas block out sunlight for the lower trees and plants. The height
of the tree has disabled us to install solar energy panels, when the promotion of solar
panels just came out, we had someone from the energy service come and inspect the
property and they advised due to the large tree blocking out the sun for majority of the day,
the energy production of the panels would be insufficient, resulting in us not being eligible
for the offer. The potential damages that the tree may cause in the future. For example
fallen branches due to strong winds, uneven floor boards due to root growth causing
damage, maintenance pruning of tree branches that require permits, these are all potential
costs that may occur in the future and who would be responsible of bearing these costs. I
believe the City Council should be responsible for yearly inspection, controlling
maintenance and pruning of branches that are subject to potential damages and overgrown
to neighbouring properties. I understand that we are trying to move towards and build a
more sustainable, green and eco friendly environment, and as part of the community, we
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are willing to support an all ways possible. I do hope the council is able to take my opinion
into consideration when putting the new amendments in place as this will affect me as a
property owner neighbouring a significant tree and any other future owners that may own
this property in the future. Thank you for all your time and effort. Sincerely, 

I acknowledge and accept the terms and conditions:

Accept 
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