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5.3 OUTCOMES OF ADVERTISING OF DRAFT LOCAL PLANNING POLICY: TREES OF 
SIGNIFICANCE, AND ADVERTISING OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT NO. 15 TO LOCAL 
PLANNING SCHEME NO. 2 AND DRAFT LOCAL PLANNING POLICY: REGULATED & 
SIGNIFICANT TREES 

Attachments:  1. Advertised Local Planning Policy: Trees of Significance   
2. Amendment No. 15 to LPS2   
3. Draft Local Planning Policy: Regulated & Significant Trees   
4. Summary of Submissions Draft Local Planning Policy: Trees of 

Significance   
5. Decision -Making Considerations Since February 2025   
6. Overview of Local Planning Policy - Regulated & Significant Trees   
7. Example Tree Pathways    

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

That Council:  

1. RESOLVES not to proceed with draft Local Planning Policy: Trees of Significance as included 
in Attachment 1, pursuant to Clause 4(3)( b)(iii) of the  Planning and Development (Local 
Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015;  

2. PREPARES Amendment No. 15 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2 as included in Attachment 2 
for the purposes of community consultation, pursuant to section 75 of the Planning and 
Development Act 2005 ; 

3. CONSIDERS Amendment No. 15 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2 to be a standard amendment 
pursuant to Clause 35(2)  of the  Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) 
Regulations 2015  as the amendment:  

¶ Would not result in significant environmental, social, economic or governance impacts on 
land in the scheme  area;  and 

¶ Is not considered a complex or basic  amendment;   

4. AUTHORISES the execution of Amendment No. 15 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2 included in 
Attachment 2 in accordance with the Cityôs Execution of Documents Policy; 

5. SUBMITS Amendment No.  15 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2 to the Western Australian 
Planning Commission for a recommendation to the Minister for Planning to approve the 
proposed amendment for advertising pursuant to Clauses 46A and  46B of the  Planning and 
Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations  2015;  

6. Subject to receiving approval from the Minister for Planning PROCEEDS to advertise 
Amendment No.  15 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2 pursuant to Clause 47  of the  Planning and 
Development (Local Planning Scheme) Regulations  2015; 

7. PREPARES a notice of amendments for draft Local Planning Policy: Regulated & Significant 
Trees included in Attachment 3 for the purpose of community consultation, i n accordance with 
Clauses 5  and 87 of the  Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 
2015; and 

8. NOTES that:  

¶ In accordance with Section 81(2) of the Planning and Development Act 2005 , Amendment 
No. 15 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2 is not required to be referred to the Environmental 
Protection Authority.  

This is because Amendment No. 15 modifies an existing provision  relating  to the 
administration of Local Planning Scheme No. 2 so that development approval is required 
for works to, or the removal of, regulated trees on private land identified through a local 
planning policy, in addition to trees listed on the Cityôs Significant Tree Inventory;  
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¶ Public notice of Amendment No. 15 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2 and Local Planning 
Policy: Regulated & Significant Trees will be undertaken concurrently;  

¶ Any submissions received during the advertising period would be presented to Council for 
consideration; and  

¶ Local Planning Policy: Regulated & Significant Trees would not be implemented until 
Council has considered any submissions and approved it following advertising, and 
Amendment No. 15 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2 has been approved by the Minister for 
Planning following advertising and gazetted.  

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

The Cityôs existing approach to tree retention is voluntary and relies on landowners listing trees on the 
Inventory. This has limited reach, with only nine properties currently listed. 
 
Outside of the Inventory, LPS2 does not require development approval for works to trees. This means that 
trees can be removed without any planning assessment of whether they should be retained, whether the 
development could be designed around them, or whether replacement planting should be required. 
 
An updated Trees of Significance Policy (Attachment 1 ) was advertised in early 2025 and aimed to 
encourage a greater uptake of the Inventory by making it simpler and easier for nominations to be made and 
providing incentives to support balancing tree retention with future development opportunities. 
 
Since consultation closed, Administration has reviewed matters that support moving beyond the advertised 
policy. This includes: 
 

¶ A recent SAT decision that reinforced the role of local planning policy in guiding when tree works may 
require development approval and how discretion should be exercised.  

¶ Council established targets for increased canopy and mature retention through the Enhanced 
Environment Strategy in August 2025. 

¶ A continued lack of uptake of incentives that rely on the Inventory. 
 
That review has shown that the advertised Trees of Significance Policy would improve the existing 
nomination process but would still not have enough reach on its own. 
 
This is because it would continue to rely on landowners voluntarily nominating trees for the Inventory, 
meaning most large mature trees on private land would remain outside the planning assessment process. 
 
Consultation also showed that the community feedback is not simply support or opposition. Submissions 
raised three broad themes: 
 
1. Support for stronger tree retention measures ï including broader and stronger planning assessment of 

tree removal, improved canopy protection, financial assistance, easier nominations and maintenance 
exemptions. 

 
2. Concern about private property impacts ï including third-party nominations, landowner consent, 

maintenance costs, development potential, neighbour disputes and perceived over-regulation. 
 
3. Need for clear information to support implementation ï including how maintenance pruning and public 

safety exemptions would work, how development standards may be varied, how arborist advice would 
be used, and how unauthorised works would be managed. 

 
Administration recommends that Council not proceed with the advertised draft Trees of Significance Policy 
and instead progress a broader approach through Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 and draft Local Planning 
Policy: Regulated & Significant Trees. 
 
This approach would combine two related pathways: 
 

¶ Regulated Trees ð Large mature trees captured by size, being trees that are 8 metres or greater in 
height or have a canopy width of 6 metres or greater. These trees would not need to be nominated to be 
captured by the policy. 

 

https://ecourts.justice.wa.gov.au/eCourtsPortal/Decisions/DownloadDecision/a3a2cf8c-a563-42fb-989e-b2a710212410?unredactedVersion=False
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2293/enhanced-environment-strategy-(ees)-2025-2030
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2293/enhanced-environment-strategy-(ees)-2025-2030
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¶ Significant Trees ð Trees listed on the Trees of Significance Inventory because of cultural or ecological 
significance. This pathway would be retained, but nominations would not progress without primary 
owner approval. 

 
This means the City would move from a narrow ñlisted tree onlyò model to a broader ñregulated tree plus 
significant treeò model. 
 
Amendment No. 15 is required because LPS2 currently limits the Cityôs ability to require development 
approval for works to trees that are not listed on the Inventory. 
 
Progressing Amendment No. 15 would allow the City to require development approval for works to 
Regulated Trees, as identified through the draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy, guiding which trees are 
captured, what exemptions apply, and how applications for tree damaging activity would be assessed. 
 
The proposed approach does not create an absolute prohibition on tree removal. It would bring the removal 
of large mature trees into the planning assessment process, so the City can consider tree health, safety, 
streetscape value, environmental value, site layout, design alternatives, replacement planting and whether 
the tree can practically be retained as part of a development before a tree is removed. 
 
Council is not being asked to finally adopt the new controls at this meeting. Council is being asked to start 
the statutory process for community consultation. The new framework would only operate after consultation, 
further Council consideration, Ministerial approval of Amendment No. 15 and gazettal. 

PURPOSE OF REPORT: 

For Council to consider: 
 
1. The outcomes of community consultation of draft Local Planning Policy: Trees of Significance (draft 

Trees of Significance Policy, Attachment 1 ), and whether to proceed with that policy. 
 
2. Preparing Amendment No. 15 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2 (LPS2, Attachment 2 ) and the draft 

Local Planning Policy: Regulated & Significant Trees (Regulated & Significant Trees Policy, 
Attachment 3 ) for the purpose of community consultation. 

 
Administration recommends that Council not proceed with the advertised draft Trees of Significance Policy. 
 
Instead, Council is recommended to progress a broader approach through Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 and 
draft Local Planning Policy: Regulated & Significant Trees: 
 

¶ Amendment No. 15 is required because LPS2 currently only requires development approval for works to 
trees listed on the Trees of Significance Inventory (Inventory). 

 
This would allow the City to require development approval for works to Regulated Trees, as identified 
through the draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy. 

 

¶ The draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy would then guide how the new framework operates, 
including which trees are captured, what exemptions apply, and how applications for tree damaging 
activities would be assessed. 

 
Regulated Trees would include trees that are 8 metres or greater in height or have a canopy width of 6 
metres or greater, consistent with WALGAôs Model Policy Template. 

DELEGATION:  

In accordance with Clause 35 of the Planning and Development (Local Planning Scheme) Regulations 2015 
(the Regulations), a local government may make an amendment to a local planning scheme. Clause 5 of the 
Regulations allows the local government to make an amendment to a local planning policy. 
 
The Local Government Act 1995 states the term ólocal governmentô refers to the elected Council. 
 
Council has not provided any delegation to Administration for amending the local planning scheme or 
existing local planning policies. 

https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/Profiles/vincent/Assets/ClientData/Policy___Place/Trees_of_Significance_Inventory_Update_March_2023.pdf
https://view.officeapps.live.com/op/view.aspx?src=https%3A%2F%2Fwalga.asn.au%2Fawcontent%2FWeb%2FDocuments%2FEnvironment%2FRevised-Tree-Retention-Model-Local-Planning-Policy-(February-2026).docx&wdOrigin=BROWSELINK
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BACKGROUND:  

Vincent Current Tree Preservation Framework 

The Inventory is established under LPS2 and is supported by Policy No. 7.6.3 ï Trees of Significance (Policy 
No. 7.6.3). 
 
The purpose of the Inventory is to protect trees with historical, cultural, aesthetic or horticultural significance. 
It currently includes trees located on nine privately-owned properties and 19 locations within the public realm. 
 
Policy No. 7.6.3 outlines the tree nomination process, financial assistance that may be provided by the City, 
and guidance on how works affecting trees listed on the Inventory should be undertaken. 
 
Currently under LPS2, development approval is only required for any works, including removal or pruning, to 
a tree that is listed on the Inventory.  Approval cannot be required for any works to any other trees without 
this clause being modified.  
 
The most recent Urban Canopy Dashboard data published by the State Government in 2025 shows that: 
 

¶ Vincent had a total canopy cover of 14% canopy cover. 

¶ Of this 9% of canopy cover was provided on private land, and 19% on public land. 

¶ On private land trees with a height of 8 metres or greater contributed to 3% of canopy cover. 
 
Tree canopy on private land will continue to be challenged as Vincent experiences increased urban infill to 
meet its State Government target of 11,500 new homes by 2050. 
 
Notice of Motion 

In March 2024 Council approved a Notice of Motion (NOM) that: 
 
1. NOTES the critical role that tree canopy plays in making cities liveable, reducing the urban heat island 

effect and providing a habitat for local flora and fauna; and 
 
2. REQUESTS that the City: 
 

2.1 Prioritises the progress of planning controls to ensure greater protection of trees and canopy 
provision on private land; and 

 
2.2 Advocates to the Western Australian Planning Commission and Minister for Planning for greater 

protection of trees on private land. 
 
An update on the NOM and other complementary actions progressed by Administration is below: 
 

Planning Controls  

In Progress 

¶ Council approved the draft Trees of Significance Policy in December 2024 for the purposes of 
advertising to increase the number of trees included on the Inventory. 

¶ Council approved amendments to Local Planning Policy: Built Form in December 2025. This includes 
additional landscaping and tree planting standards for residential development. This is awaiting 
approval by the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) before it can be implemented. 

¶ Council approved the draft Local Planning Policy: Sustainable Design in August 2025 for the 
purposes of advertising. This provides incentives for developments to include increased landscaping 
and tree planting. Administration is currently considering further changes to this policy following 
advertising. 

¶ The review of LPS2 has commenced and will further consider opportunities to require the retention of 
trees through subdivision. A draft LPS2 is intended to be presented to Council for approval to 
advertise in the first half of 2027. 

 
Completed 

¶ Expansion of GreenTrack in February 2025 which provides a $200 refund incentive for eligible 
development applications that retain a significant existing tree, alongside access to free design 
advice and priority assessment for those applications. 

https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/764/763-trees-of-significance
https://vincent.infocouncil.biz/Open/2024/03/CO_20240319_MIN_10631.PDF#page=55
https://vincent.infocouncil.biz/Open/2024/12/CO_20241210_MIN_10622.PDF#page=23
https://vincent.infocouncil.biz/Open/2025/12/CO_20251209_MIN_10738.PDF#page=14
https://vincent.infocouncil.biz/Open/2025/08/CO_20250812_MIN_10716.PDF#page=18
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Advocacy  

¶ Made a submission to inform State Governmentôs Urban Greening Strategy in May 2024. This was 
released in January 2026. 

¶ Participated in WALGAôs Planning Advisory and Urban Forest Working Groups advocating for greater 
tree protection since March 2024. 

¶ Led the preparation of briefing and scoping papers for the Perth Inner-City Group to advocate for 
reform to the planning framework to support tree retention in April 2024. 

 
Review of Policy 7.6.3 & Draft Local Planning Policy: Trees of Significance 
 
In response to this NOM, Council approved amendments to Policy No. 7.6.3 for the purpose of advertising in 
December 2024, including renaming this to the Trees of Significance Policy. 
 
At the time it was prepared and advertised, this was intended to continue to support the existing LPS2 
provision for the retention of Significant Trees on private land by providing: 
 

¶ A clearer and simpler pathway to support increased nominations and listings of trees on the Inventory. 

¶ Greater support for new nominations, including opportunities of nominations by a third party. 

¶ Improved guidance to encourage the retention of Significant Trees as part of new developments and 
redevelopment/extensions. 

 
OUTCOMES OF ADVERTISING ï DRAFT TREES OF SIGNIFICANCE POLICY  
 
Consultation  
 
Community Consultation 
 
Community consultation for the draft Trees of Significance Policy occurred for 22 days from 23 January 2025 
to 14 February 2025, in accordance with the Cityôs Community and Stakeholder Engagement Policy. 
 
The method of advertising included a survey on Imagine Vincent and: 
 

¶ 736 letters sent to owners of properties that either currently have a tree included on the Inventory or 
with large or mature trees identified by Administration that have potential to be included on the Inventory 
in the future. 

¶ Notices published at the Cityôs Administration Building and Library and in PerthNow on 
25 January 2025. 

¶ Promotion on the Cityôs social media on 30 January 2025, in the Cityôs fortnightly e-news on 
23 January 2025, and in the Cityôs monthly business e-news on 30 January 2025 and 
13 February 2025. 

¶ Notification sent to key stakeholders including the Western Australian Tree Canopy Advocates 
(WATCA), Australian Institute of Landscape Architects, and Arboriculturist Association of Western 
Australia, Housing Institute of Australia and Urban Development Institution of Australia. 

 
At the conclusion of this period a total of 81 submissions were received, including a submission from 
WATCA. Of these 72 were submitted through Imagine Vincent and nine were submitted separately through 
emails or letters. 
 
A summary of the outcomes of consultation is provided below and relate to three broad themes: 
 
1. Support for stronger tree retention, including support for canopy protection, financial assistance, easier 

nominations, maintenance exemptions and stronger planning assessment of tree removal. 
 
2. Concern about private property impacts, including concerns about third-party nominations, landowner 

consent, maintenance costs, development potential, neighbour disputes, property rights and perceived 
over-regulation. 

 
3. Need for clearer supporting information to assist with implementation, including how maintenance 

pruning and public safety exemptions would work, how development standards may be varied, how 
arborist advice would be used, and how unauthorised works would be managed. 

 

https://www.wa.gov.au/organisation/department-of-planning-lands-and-heritage/urban-greening-strategy
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/Profiles/vincent/Assets/ClientData/P_P_Drafts321/Community_and_Stakeholder_Engagement_Policy_-_updated_.pdf
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Imagine Vincent Data  Key Comments from All Submissions  

Third Party Significant Tree Nominations  

Support for Third Party 
Nominations to Inventory 

¶ Yes ï 58% 

¶ No ï 35% 

¶ Unsure ï 7% 

Comments in Objection 

¶ Third party nominations are not supported because landowners 
should have control of their land and nominations may be made 
for vexatious reasons. 

¶ Landowners should be the only party that can nominate and/or 
approve nominations. 

Note: Written comments in support were not received. 

Incentives for Significant Tree Nominations  

Removing Arborist Report 
Requirement for Nomination 

¶ Support ï 74% 

¶ Donôt Support ï 15% 

¶ Unsure ï 11% 
 
Provide Annual Funding for 
Trees on Inventory 

¶ Support ï 92% 

¶ Donôt Support ï 7% 

¶ Unsure ï 1% 
 
Departures from Development 
Standards to Retain a Tree on 
Inventory 

¶ Support ï 53% 

¶ Donôt Support ï 12% 

¶ Unsure ï 35% 

Comments in Support 

¶ Financial support to maintaining a Significant Tree is important 
due to ongoing arborist and maintenance costs. 

¶ Supportive for not requiring an arborist report to nominate, and 
development standards variations to provide design flexibility. 

 
Comments in Objection 

¶ Development incentives shouldnôt result in an overdevelopment 
or impact on a neighbouring property. 

¶ Financial and maintenance incentives are not enough. 
 
General Comments 

¶ The benefits of trees should be communicated by the City as part 
of ongoing education. 

¶ Financial support should be increased including additional 
maintenance assistance and discounted rates. 

¶ Development incentives should be clear so that developers are 
incentivised to design new buildings around trees. 

Exempt Works  

Public Safety Maintenance 
Works 

¶ Support ï 71% 

¶ Donôt Support ï 10% 

¶ Unsure ï 19% 
 
Maintenance Pruning 

¶ Support ï 79% 

¶ Donôt Support ï 10% 

¶ Unsure ï 11% 

Comments in Support 

¶ Pruning and maintenance exemptions have improved and could 
go further. 

 
Comments in Objection 

¶ Maintenance exemptions may result in deliberate or unintended 
tree deaths. 

¶ Exemptions for public safety should be determined by qualified 
arborists. 

Key General Comments  

¶ 28% of submissions identified the need for greater policy requirements to better retain and improve 
canopy on private land. This included support for adopting the WALGA Model Policy Template. 

¶ 11% of submissions were concerned on the overreach of tree retention into private property rights 
and the impact on property values and meeting housing demands. 

 
A summary of all submissions received, and Administrationôs response is included in Attachment 4 . 
 
Administration Recommendation to Not Progress with Draft Trees of Significance Policy  
 
Following advertising Council has three options available for the draft Trees of Significance Policy 
(Attachment 1 ) under the Regulations to either proceed without modification, proceed with modification, or 
to not to proceed. 
 
Administration recommends not proceeding with the advertised draft Trees of Significance Policy. 
 
Need for a New Approach 
 
At the time the draft Trees of Significance Policy was approved for advertising, Administration recommended 
an approach which sought to retain the protection of trees through the Inventory. 
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This was more focused on incentives and sought to widen the scope for nominations and simplify the 
process to increase the number of listed trees. 
 
Administration did not recommend progressing with a more regulation-focussed approach based on the 
WALGA Model Policy Template due to its conflict with LPS2, and uncertainty over its validity and strength in 
planning decisions.  
 
Since advertising finished in February 2025 there have been a number of shifts that are outlined in 
Attachment 5  and are summarised as: 
 

¶ Policy Need ï A policy is capable of and needed to guide when the removal of trees should be 
regulated through a development application and establish criteria and objectives to support decision-
making. 

 

¶ Enhanced Environment Strategy ï Achieving the Council-adopted targets for increased canopy 
coverage and mature tree retention on private property requires a broader scope than could be 
achieved through the narrow scope of the Inventory. 

 

¶ Incentives Uptake ï The low number of trees listed on the Inventory over its 27 year operation and lack 
of uptake in incentives such as financial support for maintenance for these trees. 

 
PROPOSED NEW APPROACH TO TREE RETENTION ON PRIVATE LAND  
 
Administration recommends a new approach which is more pragmatic and provides broader guidance for 
retaining mature trees beyond those listed on the Inventory. 
 
In practical terms, the approach would shift the City from a narrow ñlisted tree onlyò model to a broader 
ñregulated tree plus significant treeò model. 
 
This would support the City achieving its canopy coverage targets by combining both the WALGA Model 
Policy Template and existing Trees of Significance approaches and would mean: 
 
1. Development approval would be required for a tree damaging activity (including removal) to a 

Regulated Tree that has a height of 8 metres or greater and/or a canopy width of 6 metres or greater. 
 

This would apply irrespective of whether the tree is listed on the Inventory. 
 
2. The Inventory would be retained to capture trees that are culturally or ecologically significant, 

irrespective of their height or canopy width. 
 

This means that trees could be included on and protected through the Inventory where they have 
broader significance but do not meet the Regulated Tree size threshold. 

 
This would be implemented through Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 and the draft Regulated & Significant Trees 
Policy. 
 
Outline of Amendment No. 15 to Local Planning Scheme No. 2  
 
Amendment No. 15 is the legal mechanism needed to make the draft Regulated & Significant Tree Policy 
work. Without this LPS2 would still limit when development approval is required for works to trees. 
 
Clause 61(1) of LPS2 currently provides that development approval is not required for works to remove, 
destroy or interfere with a tree, unless it is listed on the Inventory. 
 
This wording means that the City would not be able to implement the draft Regulated & Significant Trees 
Policy, which would more broadly require development approval for works to a tree that has a height of 8 
metres and/or a canopy width of 6 metres beyond those that are on the Inventory. 
 
Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 (Attachment 2 ) is necessary to expand this clause to capture both Regulated 
Trees under the draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy and Significant Trees that are on the Inventory as 
follows (emphasis added):  
 
Clause 61(1) ï Development approval is not required for works if: 
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(a) the works are of a class specified in Column 1 of an item in the Table; and 
 
(b) if conditions are set out in Column 2 of the Table opposite that item ï all of those conditions are 

satisfied in relation to those works. 
 

 Column 1 Works  Column 2 Conditions  

1A. Works to remove, 
destroy or 
interfere tree(s). 

(a) The tree is not listed on the City of Vincent Trees of Significance 
Inventory. 

(b) The tree is not a regulated tree under the local governmentôs local 
planning policy with respect to tree retention, and does not require 
approval under that policy. 

 
Once this wording is updated it would mean that the draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy could be 
implemented to require development approval for trees beyond those on the Inventory. 
 
Outline of Draft Local Planning Policy: Regulated & Significant Trees  
 
The draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy (Attachment 3 ) would combine the previously advertised 
draft Trees of Significance Policy with the WALGA Model Policy Template approach to better regulate trees 
on private land, operating through two related pathways: 
 

¶ The Regulated Tree pathway applies automatically where a tree meets the size threshold. No 
nomination is needed. 

 

¶ The Significant Tree pathway applies where a tree has cultural or ecological significance and is listed on 
the Inventory. This pathway would continue to rely on owner support before a nomination progresses. 

 
Together, these pathways allow the City to consider both large mature canopy trees and trees that may be 
important for reasons other than size. 
 
This is further described below, and a detailed overview is included in Attachment 6 . 
 

Theme Local Planning Policy: Regulated & Significant Trees Summary  

Policy 
Application 

Would apply to: 

¶ Regulated Trees which have a height of 8 metres and/or canopy width of 6 metres. 
No nomination is required for these trees consistent with the WALGA Model 
Template. 

¶ Significant Trees which have cultural and/or ecological significance and may be 
nominated for inclusion on the Inventory. This would include trees which have 
aboriginal cultural heritage value, recognised historic or commemorative value, or is 
a species which is threated, uncommon or provides known habitat or food sources 
for (such as those for Black Cockatoos). 

Approval 
Requirements 

¶ Development approval would be required for works to or removal of Regulated and 
Significant Trees. 

¶ Exemptions are also included for works such as maintenance pruning or removal of 
dead or diseased wood. 

Assessment 
Criteria 

¶ Criteria to be assessed for development applications to remove Regulated or 
Significant Trees consistent with the WALGA Model Template. These include the 
characteristics of the trees, the street and ecological value, the site layout and 
development design, and safety and risk. 

¶ This also allows for circumstances where a tree cannot reasonably be retained 
because of its location, condition, safety risk or the practical redevelopment of the 
site. These matters would be required to be properly assessed before removal. 
Where this is the case and approval is granted for tree removal, two replacement 
trees would be required to be planted that can reach a similar size at maturity. 

¶ Departures from deemed-to-comply standards of the R Codes can be supported to 
encourage a site responsive design that can retain a Regulated or Significant Tree. 

Trees of 
Significance 

¶ Trees can be nominated for the Inventory by any person but would not proceed 
without the landownerôs approval. 
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Theme Local Planning Policy: Regulated & Significant Trees Summary  

Inventory 
Administration 

¶ Owners of a tree on the Inventory may receive financial assistance from the City to 
maintain that tree, including the preparation of an arborist report. The City may also 
waive development application fees. 

 
Example approval requirement pathways for Regulated and Significant Trees are provided in Attachment 7.  
 
Key Differences in Approach  
 
The new approach would mean: 
 

¶ Less Voluntary Approach ï Whereas the current Inventory relies on voluntary nominations, the draft 
Regulated & Significant Trees Policy would automatically apply to trees which meet the size threshold 
for a Regulated Tree. 

 

¶ Broader Scope ï A significantly larger reach to requiring development approval before trees can be 
removed, from nine properties currently on the Inventory to an estimated 3,000 properties which would 
have trees that meet the Regulated Tree criteria. 

 

¶ Decision-Making Guidance ï Provides policy objectives and standards to guide the assessment of 
applications that propose the removal of Significant or Regulated Trees. These aim to enable infill 
development by supporting site-responsive design to retain mature trees, while also recognising that 
there may be instances where tree removal is unavoidable. 

 
The draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy would not create an absolute prohibition on tree removal. A 
local planning policy guides decision-making and the exercise of discretion. It does not predetermine the 
outcome of every application. 
 
Its practical effect would be to bring the removal of large mature trees into the planning process before 
removal occurs. This allows the City to consider tree health, safety, streetscape value, environmental value, 
site layout, design alternatives, replacement planting and the need for site-responsive redevelopment. 
 
This provides a stronger opportunity to retain mature canopy than the current Inventory-only approach, while 
still allowing urban infill development that has been considered on its planning merits. 
 
How the Recommended Approach Responds to Consultation Themes  
 
The recommended approach has been informed by the key themes raised during consultation. The table 
below summarises what was heard and how the proposed Regulated & Significant Trees Policy responds: 
 

What We Heard Through Consultation  Draft Significant & Regulated Tree Response  

Third -Party Nominations  

Support for broader nomination opportunities, 
but objections focused on private property rights, 
neighbour conflict and nominations being made 
without landowner support. 

Retains the ability for third party nominations, but this 
would not progress without primary owner approval. 

Voluntary Approach Limitations  

Relying on nominations does not provide 
enough protection or scale. 

Introduces Regulated Trees, which are captured by 
size and do not need to be nominated. 

Incentives and Costs  

Support for financial assistance but raised 
concerns that incentives were unclear, 
insufficient or should not fall only on landowners. 

Existing financial assistance is retained for Significant 
Trees. GreenTrack and development flexibility remain 
part of the broader incentive approach. 

Impacts on Development  

Concerns about overdevelopment, property 
impacts and whether tree retention would 
conflict with housing delivery. 

Would require assessment of tree health, safety, site 
layout, streetscape value, environmental value and 
whether the tree can practically be retained as part of a 
development. 

Exempt Works  
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What We Heard Through Consultation  Draft Significant & Regulated Tree Response  

Clarity sought on maintenance pruning, urgent 
public safety works and whether exemptions 
could be misused. 

Exemptions are retained for routine maintenance and 
urgent works, but removal or significant works would 
generally require approval. This would be supported by 
a future information sheet. 

Compliance  

Stronger penalties sought and clearer 
consequences for unauthorised works. 

Unauthorised works would be investigated under the 
Cityôs Development Compliance Enforcement Policy 
and relevant planning legislation, noting enforcement 
can be difficult once works have occurred. 

Tree Planting and Canopy Leadership  

Submissions called for stronger canopy 
leadership, more tree planting and development 
controls requiring new canopy. 

Forms part of a broader approach that includes 
reviews of LPS2 and the policy framework, 
GreenTrack, public tree planting and advocacy. 

CONSULTATION/ADVERTISING:  

If Council is supportive of the new approach, the next step would be to seek approval to advertise 
Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 and then advertise this and the draft Regulated & Significant Tree policy for 
community feedback. 
 
It would return to Council after advertising before any final decision is made. 
 
Public Consultation 
 
In accordance with the Regulations, public notice of an amended local planning policy and scheme 
amendment must be published in local newspapers and published on the local governmentôs website. 
 
Consultation would align with the Cityôs Community and Stakeholder Engagement Policy that sets out for 
public consultation to occur for a minimum period of 42 days for a scheme amendment, and 21 days for a 
local planning policy amendment. 
 
It is proposed to undertake community consultation for Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 and the draft Regulated 
& Significant Trees Policy concurrently. This would extend consultation for the draft Regulated & Significant 
Trees Policy from 21 days to 42 days. 
 
Consultation would be carried out in the following ways: 
 

¶ Notice published on the Cityôs website, in the local newspaper, at the Cityôs Administration and Library 
and Local History Centre, and on the Cityôs social media. 

¶ Notice to previous submitters and stakeholders on the draft Trees of Significance Policy. 

¶ Notice provided to landowners and occupiers of where Significant Trees and potential Regulated Trees 
are located. Potential Regulated Trees is based on mapping currently in progress by the City that is 
intended to be completed by the end of June 2026.  

 
This consultation would explain the change in approach from the previously advertised draft Trees of 
Significance Policy, including why this is recommended and what it would mean in practice 
 
Consultation Process 
 
The Planning and Development Act 2005 requires that once Council has resolved to prepare a scheme 
amendment, approval of the Minister for Planning is needed before community consultation can commence. 
 
Should Council support the preparation of proposed Amendment No. 15, it would be submitted to the WAPC 
for approval to advertise. 
 
The outcomes of community consultation, including any submissions received, would be presented at a 
future Council meeting for a final recommendation to the WAPC on Amendment No. 15, and decision on the 
draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy. 

https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/576/community-and-stakeholder-engagement-policy
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LEGAL/POLICY:  

The Planning and Development Act 2005 and the Regulations provide the criteria for creating and amending 
local planning policies, and the process for undertaking scheme amendments. 
 
Advertised Draft Trees of Significance Policy 
 
Clause 4(3) of the Regulations stipulates that after consultation the local government must resolve to either 
proceed with the policy without modification; proceed with the policy with modification; or not proceed with 
the policy. 
 
Administration recommends to not proceed with the draft Trees of Significance Policy that was advertised in 
January and February 2025 for the reasons outlined above. 
 
Draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy and Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 
 
Administration proposes a new approach that involves an amendment to LPS2 and an alternative policy. 
 
These are intended to operate together. Amendment No. 15 would amend the exemption pathway in LPS2 
so that development approval may be required for regulated trees. The draft Regulated & Significant Tree 
Policy would then identify the Regulated Tree threshold, exemptions and assessment criteria. 
 
Because of this draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy cannot be implemented ahead of Amendment No. 
15 being approved and gazetted. 
 
Type of Scheme Amendment 
 
Clause 35(2) of the Regulations requires the local government to specify whether a scheme amendment is 
basic, standard or complex. 
 
Proposed Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 would be a standard amendment because: 
 

¶ Does not result in significant environmental, social, economic or governance impacts on land in the 
scheme area; and 

¶ Is not considered a complex or basic amendment. 
 
Section 81 of the Planning and Development Act 2005 requires a scheme amendment to be referred to 
Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) prior to the commencement of community consultation, unless it is 
not required in accordance with the Environmental Protection Act 1986. 
 
In accordance with section 81(2) of the Planning and Development Act 2005 and section 48AAA of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986, Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 is not required to be referred to the EPA 
because: 
 

¶ It is an amendment to alter an existing provision regarding the administration of the planning scheme. 

¶ The Regulations provides that works can be exempted from requiring development approval through a 
local planning policy. 

¶ Amendment No. 15 would allow for the operation of draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy to 
establish exemptions from development approval requirements for works relating to trees. 

¶ Officer-level advice from DPLH and the EPA have confirmed this approach. 
 
The draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy would provide a framework for the nomination of trees on the 
Inventory and the assessment of development applications relating to Regulated and Significant Trees. 
 
Corporate Document Development Policy 
 
Section 2.7(2)(b) of the Local Government Act 1995 provides Council with the power to determine policies. 
 
The Cityôs Corporate Document Development Policy sets out the process for the development and review of 
the Cityôs policy documents. Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 and the draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy 
have been prepared in accordance with this. 
 

https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/1898/corporate-document-development-policy
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In accordance with clause 2.3 of the Corporate Document Development Policy: 
 
The purpose of a policy is to provide a general rule or principle to guide Administration and the community on 
the Cityôs decision making and advocacy. 
 
An information sheet would be prepared to support implementation of the draft Regulated & Significant Trees 
Policy by providing guidance on what does and doesnôt require approval. 

RISK MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS  

Low: The City does not currently have adequate guidance in its planning framework for the retention of 
mature trees on private land, meaning that these can be cleared outside of the planning approval process. 
 
It is low risk to prepare proposed Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 and the draft Regulated & Significant Trees 
Policy for community consultation because it would provide for this guidance, but there are risk implications 
for Council to be aware of: 
 

Confusion between Regulated and Significant Trees  

¶ Two different pathways for tree protection - Regulated Trees are captured by size and do not need to be 
nominated, and Significant Trees are listed on the Inventory because of cultural or ecological significance. 

¶ Clear consultation material and an information sheet would be prepared to explain the difference. 

Reputational  

¶ The recommended approach would provide opportunities to better inform and support development 
outcomes that retain mature trees and urban canopy. This has been expressed as a key priority of the 
community and is a priority of the Strategic Community Plan to expand the Cityôs urban forest. 

Pre-Emptive Clearing  

¶ Some landowners may remove mature trees before the new framework takes effect to avoid future 
approval requirements. 

¶ This risk exists with any proposal to introduce stronger tree controls on private land. 

¶ Clear communication would be needed on timing, affected trees, exemptions and how applications would 
be assessed. 

Private Property Impacts  

¶ Submissions raised concern about impacts on private landowners. 

¶ The framework would not apply to every tree and would not prohibit all tree removal.  Maintenance, urgent 
safety works and justified removal would still be able to be considered. 

¶ The purpose is to bring large mature tree removal into the planning assessment process before removal 
occurs. 

Procedural  

¶ Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 is necessary to be approved by the Minister for Planning before the draft 
Regulated & Significant Trees Policy can be implemented. 

¶ If this is not supported, Council would need to consider an alternative approach, such as an entirely 
WALGA Model Template based option which would require the removal of Clause 61 of LPS2. This would 
take additional time to implement. 

¶ Officer-level advice has been sought from the DPLH in relation to the proposed approach and 
Administration has confidence that this will be supported. 

¶ If it is not supported, Administration would present a further option to Council for its consideration. 

Exempt Works and Misuse  

¶ Submissions raised concern that exemptions could be misunderstood, including exemptions for 
maintenance pruning and urgent safety works. 

¶ Clear guidance and information would be needed on what works are exempt and when approval is 
required, and when arborist advice should be obtained. 

Compliance & Enforcement  

¶ There may be an increase in compliance investigations where complaints are received for unauthorised 
works to Regulated Trees. This could place additional pressure on existing resources and may require 
more resourcing to effectively manage this. 

¶ Enforcement may be difficult where works have already occurred and the extent of pruning or removal is 
hard to verify. 

¶ A pragmatic approach would be needed, with education and guidance used alongside enforcement where 
appropriate. The draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy should be viewed primarily as a planning 
assessment and behaviour-change tool, rather than only as a punitive compliance tool. 

Resourcing & Data  
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¶ Current mapping and data available to the City is currently inadequate to identify the heights of existing 
trees on private land to support ongoing compliance and inform affected landowners. Administration is 
currently undertaking tree mapping to identify Regulated Trees and is due to be completed by the end of 
June 2026. 

¶ The current lack of data means that any impacts on resourcing based on an increased number of 
development applications that propose works to or removal of a Regulated Tree is currently unknown. 

¶ An increase would place greater pressure on Administration to continue to process applications within the 
statutory timeframe. This would continue to be monitored, and further resourcing may be needed to meet 
this. 

 

STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS:  

This is in keeping with the Cityôs Strategic Community Plan 2022-2032: 
 
Enhanced Environment 

Our urban forest/canopy is maintained and increased. 
We have minimised our impact on the environment. 
 
Innovative and Accountable 

Our decision-making process is consistent and transparent, and decisions are aligned to our 
strategic direction. 

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS:  

Sustainable Vincent Framework 
 
This is in keeping with the Regenerative, Green and Biodiverse objectives of the Cityôs Sustainable Vincent 
Framework. 
 
This objective prioritises the regeneration and resilience in our local ecosystems through improving urban 
greening and promoting local biodiversity. 
 
Enhanced Environment Strategy 
 
This is in keeping with the Urban Greening & Biodiversity ï A Greener Vincent outcome of the Enhanced 
Environment Strategy, and specifically the following objective and targets: 
 

Objective  Targets  

Greener Private 
Spaces 

13 Total canopy cover on private land of: 

¶ 15% by 2030; and 

¶ 20% by 2040. 

14 Increase mature tree retention on residential land to achieve coverage of 5% by 
large mature tree canopy* by 2030 and 15% by 2040.  

PUBLIC HEALTH IMPLICATIONS:  

This is in keeping with the Thriving Parks, Thriving People and Climate Emergency priority health outcomes 
of the Cityôs Public Health Plan 2026-2031. 

FINANCIAL/BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:  

The Cityôs existing operating budget is sufficient to undertake the review and community consultation 
activities related to proposed Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 and the draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy. 
 
Significant Tree Financial Assistance 
 
The existing Policy No. 7.6.3 and Community Funding Policy allows for owners of Significant Trees that are 
listed on the Inventory to receive up to $2,000 over a five year period from the City on a dollar-for-dollar basis 
for maintenance works. 
 

https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2015/community-funding-policy
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The draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy would retain this financial assistance pathway for Significant 
Trees listed on the Inventory. 
 
This recognises that Significant Trees can provide canopy, amenity and environmental benefits beyond the 
individual property, is cultural or ecological significant, and that limited financial assistance can help reduce 
barriers to their ongoing maintenance. 
 
Owners of Regulated Trees that are not listed on the Inventory as Significant Trees would not be eligible for 
this financial assistance. 
 
Consultation submissions suggested that incentives could be increased or expanded, including through 
higher maintenance funding, discounted rates or City-funded arborist reports. 
 
The existing financial assistance pathway is recommended to be retained at this stage because it provides a 
direct link to actual tree maintenance costs. Rate reductions are not recommended because they would not 
provide a direct or proportionate link to the cost of maintaining a Significant Tree. 
 
The City may also obtain arborist advice or an arborist report to support the assessment of a Significant Tree 
nomination. This would help reduce up-front costs for landowners and remove a potential barrier to 
nominations. 
 
The City has allowed for $22,000 in the 2025/26 operating budget for Significant Tree financial assistance. 
This amount is proposed to be retained for the next financial year. 
 
Financial and budget impacts associated with additional development applications, arborist advice, 
compliance investigations and implementation support are not yet known. Impacts would be monitored if the 
scheme amendment and policy progress, and any additional resourcing needs would be considered through 
future budget processes. 

COMMENTS: 

Necessity of a New Approach  
 
Approximately 61% of land within Vincent is privately owned. This means the City cannot rely on public tree 
planting alone to achieve its urban canopy targets. 
 
State Government data shows that private land within Vincent carries 10% of canopy cover. This figure will 
continue to be challenged as Vincent experiences increased urban infill to meet its State Government target 
of 11,500 new homes by 2050. 
 
The Cityôs current approach to tree retention through LPS2 is reliant on voluntary nominations and has a 
narrow scope by applying only to Significant Trees that are listed on the Inventory. 
 
It does not address trees that are not on the Inventory, meaning that there is no planning process to consider 
their retention before they are removed. 
 
There has been limited uptake of the current framework, with trees on only nine privately-owned properties 
currently listed. The advertised draft Significant Tree Policy was intended to make nominations simpler and 
easier and provide incentives to encourage increased uptake of the Inventory. 
 
Since consultation closed in February 2025 Administration has reviewed a range of matters that support 
moving beyond the advertised Trees of Significance Policy: 
 

¶ A recent SAT decision that reinforces the role of local planning policy in guiding when tree works may 
require development approval on private land and criteria and objectives to support decision making. 

¶ Council establishing targets to increase canopy cover and mature tree retention on private land through 
the Enhanced Environment Strategy. 

¶ Continued low uptake in incentives for Significant Trees already included on the Inventory. 
 
In response, Administration recommends an approach that is less reliant on voluntarily participation. 
 
The updated approach separates the two issues: 
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¶ Trees that are important because of their size and canopy contribution would be dealt with through the 
Regulated Tree pathway. 

¶ Trees that are important because of cultural or ecological significance would continue to be dealt with 
through the Significant Tree Inventory. 

 
Introducing a Regulated Tree pathway would broaden the opportunity to retain mature trees through the 
planning process as infill development continues. 
 
It would not create an absolute prohibition on tree removal, but it would require large mature trees to be 
considered before they are removed. 
 
This provides a more practical and effective framework than relying on the Inventory alone. It also allows the 
City to balance mature tree retention with other relevant planning considerations, including tree health, 
safety, site layout, development feasibility and the need to continue delivering new homes. 
 
Recommended Approach & What It Means  
 
Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 and the draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy would require development 
approval for the removal of large mature trees, in addition to those that are included on the Inventory. 
 
This means the City would move from an Inventory-only model to a broader framework with two pathways: 
 

¶ Regulated Trees ï Large mature trees captured by size, being 8 metres or greater in height and/or 6 
metres or greater canopy width. 

 

¶ Significant Trees ï Trees listed on the Inventory because of cultural or ecological significance, including 
trees that may not meet the Regulated Tree size threshold. 

 
For landowners, the practical effect would be: 
 

¶ Development approval not required if a tree does not meet the Regulated Tree threshold and is not on 
the Inventory. 

 

¶ Development approval generally required before a Regulated Tree or Significant Tree can be removed 
or substantially damaged. Some exemptions do apply to both types, such as approval would not 
generally be required for routine maintenance pruning or urgent safety works, 

 

¶ Approval to remove a Regulated Tree or Significant Tree may still be granted where justified, including 
where the tree is unsafe, in poor health, or where its location means it cannot practically be retained as 
part of a reasonable development outcome. 

 
Administration recommends this approach for three key reasons: 
 

Expanded Scope  

The recommended approach would have a far greater reach by capturing trees with a height of 8 metres 
or greater or canopy width of 6 metres or greater. This would increase from nine properties currently on 
the Inventory to an estimated 3,000 properties with trees that would meet this Regulated Tree threshold. 
 
Keeping the Significant Tree Inventory as part of this means that the City can still recognise trees that 
may not meet this size threshold but make a wider ecological and/or cultural contribution. 

Improved Policy Guidance  

Guidance would be provided through criteria and objectives that would guide how development 
proposals to remove mature trees are assessed. 
 
This would provide a clearer basis to influence tree retention outcomes through development 
assessment. It would also support site-responsive design by requiring mature trees to be considered 
before removal, rather than after a development layout has already assumed their removal. 

Pragmatic & Balanced Outcomes  

This represents a stronger opportunity to retain mature canopy as urban infill occurs, while recognising 
that a policy is not determinative and there may still be instances where tree removal is appropriate. 
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The policy guidance provides decision-makers with a pathway that even if the criteria is not met, a 
proposal may still satisfy the objectives and/or other relevant planning matters which could approve the 
removal of mature trees. 
 
This includes consideration of tree health, safety, site layout, development feasibility, streetscape value, 
environmental value and replacement planting. It would not predetermine the outcome of every 
application. 
 
This allows for circumstances where a tree cannot reasonably be retained because of its location, 
condition, safety risk or the practical redevelopment of the site, while still requiring those matters to be 
properly assessed before removal. 

 
The recommended approach also recognises the need to continue facilitating infill housing. Vincent is 
required to accommodate significant housing growth, and tree retention controls need to operate within that 
context. 
 
Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 & Draft Regulated & Significant Trees Policy  
 

¶ Scheme Amendment Purpose ï Amendment No. 15 to LPS2 is the legal mechanism needed to make 
the new tree retention approach work. 

 
This would modify the wording of Clause 61(1) to broaden the requirement for development approval for 
works to trees beyond only those listed on the Inventory, allowing the draft Regulated & Significant 
Trees Policy to require development approval for works to, or removal of, Regulated Trees where 
approval is required under that policy. 

 

¶ Policy Scope ï Development approval would be required for the removal of Regulated and Significant 
Trees. 

 
Regulated Trees are large mature trees with a height of 8 metres or greater and/or a canopy width of 6 
metres or greater. This is consistent with WALGAôs Model Policy Template and recognises that trees of 
this size and maturity make a meaningful contribution to amenity, neighbourhood character, cooling and 
the environment. 
 
Significant Trees would be a complementary pathway to identify and protect trees that are recognised 
for their cultural and/or ecological value, rather than solely their size. 
 
While eight of the nine trees currently on the Inventory would also meet the definition of a Regulated 
Tree, retaining the Inventory is still important because it allows the City to recognise trees that may not 
be large enough to be Regulated Trees, but still have cultural and/or ecological significance. 

 

¶ Approval Requirements & Exemptions ï Requiring development approval for the removal of Significant 
and Regulated Trees would provide a clearer framework to consider mature tree retention before works 
occur and support the retention of mature trees that make a meaningful contribution to the Cityôs overall 
canopy. 

 
The inclusion of defined exemptions for maintenance pruning allows low-impact tree maintenance to 
occur without development approval. This enables landowners to carry out routine maintenance pruning 
without the need to seek approval each time, while more significant works such as removal or 
substantial damage would generally require assessment. 

 

¶ Assessment Standards ï This would guide decision-making for applications involving the removal of 
Significant and Regulated Trees. Assessment would consider matters such as tree characteristics, 
streetscape contribution, environmental value, site layout, design alternatives, safety, risk and 
replacement planting. 

 
These are consistent with the WALGA Model Policy Template and balance between tree retention with 
practical site planning, tree health, safety and risk to owners and property, and the need for infill 
development to provide new housing. 

 

¶ Trees of Significance Inventory ï This has been retained from the advertised draft Trees of Significance 
Policy as a complementary mechanism and has been modified to respond to submissions received. 
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This would retain the ability for third party nominations but has been refined so that the approval of the 
landowner is needed for these to progress. This encourages community participation in identifying 
possible Significant Trees, while also recognising landowner consent and reducing the risk of 
obligations being imposed without agreement given the voluntary nature of the Inventory. 
 
Financial support is maintained for owners of Significant Trees. Development incentives have also been 
made clearer to support site-specific design responses that retain Significant and Regulated Trees while 
still allowing for redevelopment. 

 
Roadmap to Improved Tree Canopy  
 
Successfully retaining tree canopy on private land requires balancing diverse interests, coordinating various 
local government actions and to have these working together effectively. These include incentives, public 
education and awareness, advocacy to State Government, and planning controls: 
 

¶ Planning Controls ï Administration would continue to leverage opportunities through LPS2 and local 
planning policy reviews to include tree-friendly provisions to support tree retention and new tree 
planting, while providing the need to deliver infill housing and density. Some planning framework 
changes require State Government approval, including landscaping provisions, which means they are 
not directly within the Cityôs control. 

 

¶ Incentives ï Providing financial and non-financial incentives for property owners to retain mature trees 
and increase tree canopy would continue to be offered through the Significant Trees pathway and 
GreenTrack. New opportunities will also continue to be explored. Incentives alone are unlikely to 
achieve the scale of change required, but they remain important in making tree retention easier and 
more attractive for landowners. 

 

¶ Community Education and Awareness - Raising awareness about the benefits of tree canopy retention, 
including reduced heat, better air quality and higher property values. Providing case studies, resources 
and tools on tree care can encourage and build broader support for tree preservation as a benefit, not a 
burden, and help to drive voluntary participation for tree canopy retention. 

 

¶ Advocacy ï Advocating for State Government support is key to achieving tree retention goals. This 
includes adequate funding for local tree planting programs and pushing for reforms to the planning 
framework to better protect and increase canopy on private land. Effective advocacy can drive the 
necessary funding and legislative changes for large-scale tree retention. 

 

¶ Monitor and Evaluate Progress: Reliable mapping and data would be needed to monitor canopy cover, 
understand the number and location of potential Regulated Trees, and track the effectiveness of the 
Cityôs approach over time. Ongoing investment in data collection together with monitoring our tree 
protection strategies will be important to improve landowner awareness, inform future reporting, and 
ensure our efforts remain effective and can be adapted. 
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