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ATTACHMENT B 

WEPA DETAILED COMMENTS/AMENDMENTS 

The following detailed corrections are provided as suggested amendments and specific comments to each policy document: 

Draft C.9 Vegetation Management of Willoughby Development Control Plan 

 WEPA suggestions/amendments: WEPA comments: 

9.1.2  Aim add new 9.1.2 (i) protect and improve local vegetation through 
the enactment of a permit system  

Amend to emphasise policy as one of protecting local vegetation and to involve the 
community in a shared understanding of the importance and value of local ‘green 
infrastructure’. 

 Renumber remaining two aims.  

9.1.3  Objectives 
 

amend (vii) to read ‘and replace wherever possible with 
suitable native vegetation species’.  

Note original Tree and Vegetation Preservation objectives included ‘to encourage 
the planting of local native species where appropriate’. 
Note also that dot point 5 under 4 Policy Principles in policy document says 
inappropriate plantings should be replaced with ’suitable local indigenous species’. 

9.2.1  
Application for a 
permit 
 

add ‘or’ to the end of (i) and (ii) and (iii). At present it is not 
clear whether these are separate or combined criteria. 

 

 Amend (iiI) to read ‘any it is vegetation that is located within a 
defined wildlife corridor or has known wildlife habitat value’. 

Amended for clarity.  
How will ‘wildlife corridor’ be defined?  Who will check for hollows/habitats as 
arborists are not wildlife experts? Will Council resource its Bushland Officers to 
check these trees? 

  Re (iv) who decides, and on what grounds, that a tree makes a ‘positive contribution 
to the visual character of the locality’.  Should the public be asked to contribute 
their views or is it up to the private or council arborist making the assessment? 

9.2.2 (iv) the vegetation is listed as an item under the Willoughby 
Natural Heritage Register. 

It is important that the NHR is kept updated and publicised. 
 

  It is noted that originally the permit system applied to ‘all native bushland 
vegetation on private property’. Council is now unable to grant a permit to clear 
native vegetation which exceeds the biodiversity offset scheme threshold in the 
Vegetation SEPP. 
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 WEPA suggestions/amendments: WEPA comments: 

Note says must 
furnish permit to 
Council officers if 
asked. 

That a public register of permits issued for tree or vegetation 
removal be kept online by Council so that approval can be 
checked by community members.   

Local citizens are often faced with the difficult situation where they witness what 
may or not be the illegal removal of trees or vegetation by tree lopping and other 
associated industries. The calling of council officers may not be in time and also 
wastes council time if a permit has been issued. 

Item 9.3  Remove the ‘and’ before ‘if a permit is not allowed’? This item does not seem to make sense as currently written. 

Item 9.4.1 minor correction to last dot point: should read ‘remove’ rather 
than ‘removal’ 

 

Item 9.4.2 
 

Permit not required for ‘selective pruning for up to a total of 
10% of an individual tree’s crown over a 5-year period’. 

Note that there was formerly an exemption for properties zoned Low Density 
Residential R2 only to selectively prune up to a total of 33% over a 5 year period.  

 Suggest add: ‘A brief record of pruning undertaken is to be 
lodged with Council for public display’. 

Who will check on this pruning and how will record be kept of the pruning? Again, it 
would be useful to involve the community in keeping track online. 

 Exemption for trees removed under the 10/50 rules.  WEPA notes WCC has previously modified the impact of 10/50 by reviewing 
designated areas where it applies.  

(vi) (d)   Move bracketed explanation to Guidelines to make remaining text clearer. 

Notes First dot point which says ‘exemptions for clearing vegetation, 
pruning and removal of trees only apply to private land’ seems 
to be in contradiction with clause (iv) referring to Council. 

Needs clarification. 

 Dot point 3 recommends using a ‘suitably qualified arborist’ for 
pruning. 

It would assist if a definition was provided for ‘suitably qualified arborist’.  For 
consistency, should this be a an AQF level 5 arborist 
Who will police that this and other exemptions are in operation? 
See other comments about lodging information online for public access. 

9.4.3 Controls for 
pruning 

Define ‘suitably qualified arborist’ here as part of the policy.  

9.5.2 Development 
applications 

Replacement planting Material provided with the policies and guidelines might note that there is no 
‘replacement planting’ for mature trees which can take up to 20 or 30 years to 
provide the same degree of habitat for animals.   

 Amend (iii) to read ‘suitable replacement planting may will be 
required’. 
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 WEPA suggestions/amendments: WEPA comments: 

 Item (iv) indicates that developer can apply to have trees 
removed on adjoining sites within 5m of the boundary. 
 

If a development need to remove trees on adjoining sites then it is probably not 
suitable for its chosen site.  Delete if this is not mandatory under State Government 
legislation. 

 Define ‘suitably qualified arborist’   

9.6 Replacement 
Trees 

Amend to read ‘Where Council consents to the removal of an 
existing tree it will require the replanting of trees at a rate of 
3:1 on or near the site. 

Allowing replanting under an offset scheme in other parts of the LGA can lead to 
environmental degradation and local extinctions. 

 Land owner to care for trees until established to a size which is 
covered by the vegetation controls.   

Who will monitor compliance?  See suggestion for online public information on tree 
transactions. 

 What about setbacks and planting guidelines for 
developments? 

That structural diversity of the Urban Forest be maintained and protected through 
the maximisation of space for planting (including deep soil) and improvement in the 
quality of the growing environment. 

Appendix 1  Minor correction: Frangipani and Narrow-leaved Black 
Peppermint mentioned twice in table of undesirable species. 

 

 

Draft Vegetation Management Policy 

 WEPA suggestions/amendments: WEPA comments: 

Title Change title to ‘Vegetation Protection and Management Policy’  

4. Policy principles Note last policy principle is that there is no net loss over time 
of tree canopy cover and bushland in Willoughby city.   
Introduce more ambitious policy on completion of street tree 
mapping. 
 

WEPA notes that the draft WCC LSPS has a target to increase the tree canopy from 
the current 32% to 40% in line with State Government plans.  
A target should be included in the policy as it provides an important context and 
measure to evaluate the efficacy of a vegetation protection and management 
policy.  

  WEPA would argue that, in order to meet many of the policy principles listed here, 
particularly in relation to habitat and connectivity, WCC should emphasise the 
planting of local native trees and other vegetation. 

5. Policy Statement Amend dot point 2 to read:   ‘In implementing vegetation 
protection and management will consider this Policy the 
following policies will be taken into consideration …” 
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 WEPA suggestions/amendments: WEPA comments: 

 Add  Vol 1 Urban Tree Management Policy to this list.  

 
 
Draft Vegetation Management Guideline 

 WEPA suggestions/amendments:  WEPA comments: 

1 Purpose  
First para 

Change title to ‘Vegetation Protection and Management 
Guidelines’ and refer to ‘Vegetation Protection and 
Management Policy’ wherever it occurs in the guideline 
following. 

 

 Include a statement about WCC position on protecting 
vegetation. 

 

Second para ‘The Vegetation Protection and Management Guideline 
provides guidance on the approval processes and requirements 
involved in the protection and management and clearing of 
vegetation and outlines the management of both public and 
private vegetation and the systems and processes required to 
manage these in the Willoughby LGA’. 

Addresses repetition and clarifies. 

2 Scope  Add ‘the’ before ‘Vegetation Protection and Management 
Policy’ 

 

4 Vegetation 
Management 

Access to Australian Standards  WEPA notes that the AS4373 and AS 4970 need to be purchased and cost $93 and 
$116 respectively. Will ratepayers be able to view copies held by Council or the local 
Library? 

Planting - 
Importance of 
suitability 

Add sub-heading Suitability of Vegetation 
Include paragraph on importance of choosing native plants 
wherever possible. 

 

DAs Other properties within 5m of the boundary Delete as noted earlier 

Landscape matters 
for consideration  

Include ‘proximity to foreshore line’  
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 WEPA suggestions/amendments:  WEPA comments: 

Vegetation for 
replacement 
planting re DAs 

WEPA supports ’is  to be selected based on native species 
selection’ 

Council’s support for planting native species wherever possible should be consistent 
throughout the document. 

5.3 Application 
Notifications 

Who will be notified that they have been uploaded?  WEPA 
suggests that residents in the street where removals are 
proposed and those with sightlines to the tree should be 
notified. 

Applications to clear vegetation will be detailed on Council’s website for public 
comment.  WEPA suggests the applications be on a dedicate vegetation site.  
 

5.5 undesirable 
species 

 Where exempt removals are being carried out –notify those impacted (as above). 

5.8 Views  Delete. The benefits to biodiversity and to the community outweigh the interests of the 
individual. 

5.9 10% pruning 
over 5 yrs  

Add detail on who will monitor and how? If it is expected that the public is to monitor pruning the record of the prunings 
needs to be kept online.  

5.16 vandalism  WEPA supports these measures. It is hoped that community education can raise 
awareness that tree vandalism impacts both our local biodiversity and the amenity 
of the community. 

7 Replacement 
Planting 

Council should note that the first preference is for appropriate 
native plantings wherever possible. 

 

7.1  
p.189 tree planting 

“Where removal of vegetation is approved, replacement 
planting will be try to occur at or near to the removal site, but 
must be on the same lot of land as the removal.” 

Needed clarifying 

7.2  WEPA supports the three to one tree replacement ratio 

  Oppose removal of mature trees unless they are professionally assessed to need 
removal due to health and safety considerations. 

7.3 Offset scheme  How will compliance and maintenance be policed? 

8 Street Trees  List of reasons Council unlikely to remove or prune trees  Include ‘to reinstate views’ 

8.2  Minor correction: ‘of on the nature strip’  

9 Nature Strip  To verge plant need council permission;  Not clear whether all need council permission (or is this trees only and nature 
gardens just need to follow guidelines)? 
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 WEPA suggestions/amendments:  WEPA comments: 

 Nature strip gardens  WEPA supports the policy and guidelines on nature strip gardens noting that they 
have to capacity to improve biodiversity locally and replace more water intensive 
turf. 

11 Education 
programs 

Add to dot point 1 The values of trees to the community and 
wildlife. 

Would encourage Council to prepare a pamphlet for distribution to real estate 
agents and others to set out WCC’s policy on trees and to discourage purchases 
made with the belief trees can be cleared without permit.   

12 Community 
gardens 

 WEPA supports the guidelines. 

13 Temporary 
access over 
community land 

Not permitted across/through bushland or where will impact 
trees and vegetation 

WEPA supports. 

 

 


