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Inner West Local Planning Panel ITEM 10

1. Executive Summary

This report is an assessment of the application submitted to Council pursuant to Section 8.2
of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act 1979) for a review of
Determination No. DA/2022/0244 which sought removal of a Corymbia maculata (Spotted
Gum) (Tree 1) and pruning works. The consent approved tree pruning works only and did not
approve tree removal via the following condition of consent:

1. Limited Consent

No approval is granted by this consent for tree removal. Tree 1 and Tree 2 as identified
with the preliminary tree assessment report prepared by Malcolm Bruce dated 19
January 2022 may be pruned in accordance with the following conditions of consent:

The consent did not approve tree removal and limited pruning for the following reasons:

o Tree 1is a mature species in fair health and good condition. The tree is prominent in
the locality and has high amenity value. The request for removal of Tree 1 does not
comply with Section 5.2 ‘Criteria not considered — 6’ and 5.2(ix) (Potential Future
Damage) of the Inner West Council Tree Management Development Control Plan
2020 (TDCP) contained within Section 4 Tree Management of Chapter C
Sustainability of Inner West Comprehensive Development Control Plan 2016 (ADCP
2016).

e Tree 2 is a mature specimen found to be in good health and condition. No structural
defects on the lower part of the tree or damage of structural roots were observed. As
such, it is considered that unnecessary pruning would put the tree under stress and
only pruning of deadwood and small diameter branches is considered to be
necessary.

A review of the determination under Section 8.2 of the EP&A Act 1979 has been requested.
The application was notified to surrounding properties and one submission was received in
response to notification.

The main issues that have arisen from the application include:

e Non-compliance with the provisions of State Environmental Planning Policy
(Biodiversity and Conservation) 2021 for the protection and retention of trees.

¢ Non-compliance with the aims, objectives and controls of Inner West Council Tree
Management Development Control Plan 2020 (TDCP) contained in Section 4 Tree
Management, Chapter C Sustainability of Ashfield Development Control Plan 2016
(ADCP 2016).

The proposed tree removal and additional pruning works are not acceptable given the non-
compliances and therefore the application is recommended for refusal.
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2. Proposal

The application seeks a review of Determination No DA/2022/0244 under Section 8.2 of the
EP&A Act 1979. The original application sought tree removal and pruning works at 5 Farleigh
Street ASHFIELD. The original application was approved under delegated authority on 23
June 2022. The application was approved with limited consent for tree pruning works only.

The review application seeks the following works:

e Removal of the Corymbia maculata (Spotted Gum) (Tree 1) located to the rear of site
in the north western corner,

o Additional pruning of the Eucalyptus saligna (Sydney Blue Gum) (Tree 2) located in
the rear yard adjacent to the south-western corner.

3. Site Description

The subject site is located on the western side of Farleigh Street close to the intersection of
Clissold Street. The site consists of one (1) allotment and is generally rectangular with a total
area of approximately 600sgm.

The site has a frontage to Farleigh Street of approximately 18 metres. The site supports a two
storey dwelling house and swimming pool. The adjoining properties support single and two
storey dwelling houses.

The subject site is listed as a heritage item and is located within the Farleigh Estate Heritage
Conservation Area (C3).
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Figure 1: Zoning map Figufe 2: Aerial Map

The following trees are located on the site and are the subject of this application:

e Tree 1 - Corymbia maculata (Spotted Gum) located to the rear of site in the north
western corner,
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e Tree 2 - Eucalyptus saligna (Sydney Blue Gum) located in the rear yard adjacent to
the south western corner of site.

Figure 3: Site Map indicating location of subject trees in red

4. Background
4(a) Site history

The following application outlines the relevant development history of the subject site and any
relevant applications on surrounding properties.

Subject Site
Application Proposal Decision & Date
DA/2022/0244 Tree pruning Approved, 23/06/2022
TREE/2022/0127 Tree removal Returned, 04/03/2022
DA 10.2000.146.001 | Swimming pool Approved, 18/07/2000

5. Assessment

The following is a summary of the assessment of the application in accordance with Section
4.15 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (EPA Act 1979).
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5(a) Environmental Planning Instruments

The application has been assessed against the relevant Environmental Planning Instruments
listed below:

e State Environmental Planning Policy (Biodiversity and Conservation) 2021
The following provides further discussion of the relevant issues:

5(a)(i) State Environmental Planning Policy (Biodiversity and Conservation) 2021

Chapter 2 Vegetation in non-rural areas

State Environmental Planning Policy (Biodiversity and Conservation) 2021 (SEPP Biodiversity
and Conservation) concerns the protection/removal of vegetation identified under it and gives
effect to the local tree preservation provisions of Council’'s Tree Management Development
Control Plan (TDCP) contained in Part 4, Chapter C of ADCP 2016.

The aims of the Chapter are as follows:

(a) to protect the biodiversity values of trees and other vegetation in non-rural areas
of the State, and

(b) to preserve the amenity of non-rural areas of the State through the preservation of
trees and other vegetation.

5(a)(ii) The application seeks the removal of vegetation from within the site. An
assessment of the proposal against the provisions of the above is summarised
as follows:

Tree 1 - Corymbia maculata (Spotted Gum)

The application seeks removal of Tree 1. The tree is approximately 20 metres in height
with a canopy spread of 15 metres. The tree is considered to be of fair health and good
condition. The tree is visually prominent from outside the site and provides a positive
contribution to the amenity and canopy cover of the immediate area.

The applicant seeks to remove the tree due to potential damage to the dwelling,
inground pool, as well as current damage having been caused to the pool fence,
retaining wall and paving surrounding the pool. The application raises concern about
falling branches and their potential for causing damage to the subject property roof and
neighbouring property garage roof. It is considered that such damage could suitably
be repaired without requiring the removal of an otherwise healthy tree.

Further, the application does not provide evidence that other management options
have been exhausted, or provided documentation in support of the tree removal such
as:
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evidence to support any claims by an applicant of structural damage allegedly caused by the
tree, such as that prepared by a structural engineer;

e an exploration of management options available to limit any alleged damage
caused by the tree;
e the reasons why removal of the tree is necessary if the management options
are not satisfactory.
The information submitted with the application suggests that the majority of the falling
branches are dead with no evidence to suggest otherwise. The falling of deadwood is
a normal process in a tree’s lifecycle and should be managed by pruning on a regular
basis as part of normal tree maintenance practices.

The tree is located within a heritage conservation area (HCA) and the subject site is
identified as a local heritage item, however, the tree does not form part of the heritage
significance of the HCA or item and can therefore be pruned of deadwood without
Council consent, provided that the work is carried out in accordance with the relevant
standards, as prescribed by Inner West Council Tree Management Development
Control Plan (TDCP).

The review application did not include an arborist’s report or addendum to the report
submitted with the previous application.

Given the above, the removal of the tree is not supported.

Tree 2 - Eucalyptus saligna (Sydney Blue Gum)

The review application seeks pruning additional to that approved under DA/2022/0244.
It is noted that a number of large diameter first order branches have previously been
removed to south along the shared boundary line, inconsistent with Australian
Standard 4373—Pruning of amenity trees: The tree has an asymmetrical crown.

The application seeks additional pruning of the branches overhanging the southern
neighbouring property (No. 7 Farleigh Street). The information provided indicates that
the fallen branches are dead. It is recommended that this be managed through pruning
of deadwood on a regular basis as part of normal tree maintenance practices.

The proposed additional pruning to the lower lateral branches is considered excessive
as extensive pruning can be hazardous to a tree and pre-dispose branches to become
more susceptible to failure.

Given the above, the proposed pruning additional to that approved under
DA/2022/0244 is not supported.

Overall, the proposal is inconsistent with the aims of the Chapter as it does not seek to protect
the value of the trees nor preserve the amenity of the area through the preservation of trees
in the non-rural area. The proposal is not considered acceptable with regard to the SEPP and
TDCP. Accordingly, the application is recommended for refusal.
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5(a)(iii) Local Environmental Plans

Inner West Local Environmental Plan 2022

The Inner West Local Environmental Plan 2022 (IWLEP 2022) was gazetted on 12 August
2022. As per Section 1.8A — Savings provisions, of this Plan, as the application subject to this
review was made before the commencement of this Plan, the application is to be determined
as if the IWLEP 2022 had not commenced.

Section 4.15(1)(a)(i) of the EPA Act 1979 requires consideration of any Environmental
Planning Instrument (EPI), and Section 4.15(1)(a)(ii) also requires consideration of any EPI
that has been subject to public consultation. The initial application, subject to this review was
lodged on 7 April 2022, on this date, the IWLEP 2022 was a draft EPI, which had been publicly
exhibited and was considered imminent and certain.

Notwithstanding this, the amended provisions of the draft EPI do not alter the outcome of the
assessment of the subject application.

Ashfield Local Environmental Plan 2013 (ALEP 2013)

The application was assessed against the following relevant sections of the Ashfield Local
Environmental Plan 2013:

e Section 1.2 - Aims of Plan
e Section 2.3 - Land Use Table and Zone Objectives
e Section 5.10 - Heritage Conservation

Section 2.3 Land Use Table and Zone Objectives

The site is zoned R2 Low Density Residential under the ALEP 2013. The ALEP 2013 defines
the development as:

dwelling house means a building containing only one dwelling.

The development is permitted with consent within the land use table. The development is
consistent with the objectives of the R2 zone.

Section 5.10 Heritage Conservation

The subject site is listed as a heritage item and is located within the Farleigh Estate Heritage
Conservation Area (C3).

The trees identified in this application do not form part of the heritage significance of the site
or conservation area.
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5(d) Development Control Plans

The application has been assessed and the following provides a summary of the relevant
provisions of Inner West Comprehensive Development Control Plan 2016 (ADCP 2016) for
Ashbury, Ashfield, Croydon, Croydon Park, Haberfield, Hurlstone Park and Summer Hill.

IWCDCP2016 Compliance

C — Sustainability

4 — Tree Preservation and Management No — see discussion
E1 — Heritage items and Conservation Areas (excluding Haberfield)

1 — General Controls Yes

2 — Heritage Items Yes

3 — Heritage Conservation Areas (HCAS) Yes

The following provides discussion of the relevant issues:

Part 4 — Tree Preservation and Management

The objectives (O) of the Part relevant to the proposal are as follows:

04 To manage the urban landscape so trees continue to make a significant
contribution to its quality, character and amenity.

05 To maintain and enhance the amenity of the Inner West Local Government
Area through the preservation of appropriate trees and vegetation.

Section 5.2 of Council's TDCP contains assessment criteria for tree removal. The following
table is an assessment of the proposed removal of Tree 1 against the criteria:

Section 5.2 Application Assessment Criteria
Criteria Discussion Compliance
i The tree is not located within two (2) metres of a dwelling house | No

Distance or garage.
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ii. Danger As discussed in Part 5(a)(i) of this report, the applicant has not | No
demonstrated that the tree poses danger to property. The
reported falling of deadwood does not indicate branch failure and
is considered able to be managed through routine pruning works.
iii. Property The reported damage to the pool paving, retaining wall and pool | No
Damage fence are considered repairable without the requirement for the
tree to be removed. Further, given Council’'s assessment of the
tree, it is considered to have reached its full growing potential and
is therefore unlikely to cause future damage as a result.
As discussed in Part 5(a)(i), the pruning of deadwood is
considered suitable to mitigate potential damage to roofs as a
result of falling dead branches.
iv. Condition of The Corymbia maculata (Spotted Gum) is considered to be of fair | No
tree health and good condition. An assessment of the tree did not
indicate visible signs of decay or deterioration or branch failure.
v. Health of the The tree is considered to be in fair health and good condition. No
tree
vi. Complying The proposed removal of the tree required lodgement of a | N/A
Development development application.
vii. Significance | The tree is highly visible in the streetscape and is considered to | No
to Streetscape provide high amenity and canopy cover to the locality and
surrounding HCA.
viii. Termites The application does not suggest termite infestation of the tree. No
ix. Potential As discussed within this report, the tree is considered to have | No
Future Damage | reached its full growing potential and as such, is unlikely to cause
further damage to the pool area in the rear yard.
The potential for damage to property as a result of falling dead
branches are able to be mitigated through regular deadwood
pruning.
x. Extenuating The application does not propose that the tree should be removed | No
circumstances due to extenuating circumstances such as the inability to maintain
the tree.

Section 5.2 contains ‘criteria not considered’ when assessing tree removal applications. The
application included documentation to justify removal of the tree which cannot be considered
in accordance with the following criteria:

1. The dropping of leaves, flowers, fruit, sap, seeds or small elements of deadwood (or
other natural processes);

6. Minor lifting of driveways, paths and paving or minor damage to outbuildings, garden
structures, walls or landscape structures;

7. Damage to underground services (such as sewer lines, water services) and where
there are feasible alternatives to mitigate or solve problems and retain the tree;

8. The tree is large or overhanging neighbouring property or roof line.
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Further to the above, the application is not considered to satisfy the objectives of the TDCP,
which seek to manage the urban landscape, so trees continue to make a significant
contribution to the quality, character and amenity of the area; and to maintain and enhance
the amenity of the Inner West through the preservation of appropriate trees and vegetation.

The proposed removal of Tree 1 does not satisfy the objectives nor meet the criteria for
removal contained within Council's TDCP and cannot be supported. Accordingly, the
application is recommended for refusal.

5(e)  The Likely Impacts

The assessment of the review application demonstrates that the proposal will have an adverse
impact on the locality in the following way:

Loss of healthy tree

As demonstrated within this report, the Corymbia maculata (Spotted Gum) proposed for
removal is considered to be in fair health and good condition, is visually prominent from outside
the site and provides a positive contribution to the amenity and canopy cover of the immediate
area.

5(f) The suitability of the site for the development

It is considered that the proposal will have an adverse impact on the adjoining properties and
therefore it is considered that the site is unsuitable to accommodate the proposed
development.

5(g) Any submissions

The application was notified in accordance with the Community Engagement Framework for
a period of 14 days to surrounding properties. One (1) submission was received in response

to notification in support of the application.

The submission raised concerns regarding the potential for damage to property due to the
falling of branches, as discussed within this report.

5(h)  The Public Interest
The public interest is best served by the consistent application of the requirements of the
relevant Environmental Planning Instruments, and by Council ensuring that any adverse

effects on the surrounding area and the environment are appropriately managed.

The proposal is contrary to the public interest.
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6. Referrals

6(a) Internal

The application was referred to Council’s Urban Forest Team and issues raised in their referral
has been discussed in section 5 above.

7. Conclusion

The proposal does not comply with the aims, objectives and design parameters contained in
Ashfield Local Environmental Plan 2013, Inner West Comprehensive Development Control
Plan 2016 and State Environmental Planning Policy (Biodiversity and Conservation) 2021.

The removal of the tree and additional pruning works would result in significant impacts on the
amenity of the adjoining premises/properties and the streetscape and is not considered to be
in the public interest.

The application is considered unsupportable and in view of the circumstances, refusal of the
application is recommended.

8. Recommendation

A. That the Inner West Local Planning Panel exercising the functions of the Council as
the consent authority, pursuant to s4.16 of the Environmental Planning and
Assessment Act 1979, refuse Review Application No. REV/2022/0026 for S8.2 Review
application of DA/2022/0244 that approved tree pruning. The review seeks tree
removal and pruning at 5 Farleigh Street, ASHFIELD for the reasons listed in
Attachment A below;
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Attachment A — Recommended reasons for refusal

REASONS FOR REFUSAL

1. The application has notdemonstrated that the assessment criteria
contained within Section 4, Chapter C of ADCP 20186 for tree removal are
satisfied and as such removal of the tree is not supported.

2. In light of non-compliances with the relevant Environmental Planning
Instruments, the resultant amenity and streetscape impacts, the
development is not considered to be in the public interest.

Crocuerent Set ID- AV042165
Wersion 1, Version Date 080112022
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Attachment B — Arborist’s report

PRELIMINARY
TREE
ASSESSMENT FOR
A TREE LOCATED
IN 5 FARLEIGH
STREET, ASHFIELD

Malealm Bruce

i i L Y e
Wershon: 1, Wersion Dale: 0712022
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Pradimmary Tree Aseesemert for a Tree located m S Farleigh Street, Ashfield

1. Introduction
1.1, Location of the site (See Figure 1)

Figure 1: Location of Subject Site (From SixMaps viewed 2022)
1.2 The subject site was inspected on 13/1/2022;

1.3 The report was prepared for the Joanne Herron.

2 Aims
21 Toexamine the nominated tree and assess the tree’s health, structure and environmantal
conditions;

2.2 Toidentify and descrbe-any haalth, structural or environmantal issues relating to the subject
tree;

23 To provide and recommend workable solutions te ameliorate and health, structural or
environmental ssue detacted during the assessment process and to recommend sutable
actions for the tree, if necossary,

S Farlaigh FTA 18001/2022 2

Dooument Sel 10 37039524
Wershon: 1, Werslon Date: 071102022
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Prelimimary Tree Bsseszment for e Tree ocated in S Farleigh Street, Ashiield

3 Methods

3.1 The Crown Width was measured, by a laser distance measuring instrumeant, from the centre
of the tree out to the edge of the crown along the four points of the cormpass, Narth, Sauth,
East and WWest,

32 The height was caiculaied by multiplying the percentage angle, measured by a Suunto
Inclinometer, by a distance from the tree, measured by a laser distance measuring
instrument;

3.3 The diameter of the trunk 15 measured st 1.4 metres above the soil by measunng the
diameler using a diameter tape. This is the Diameter at Breast Height (DBH), (AS 4970-
2009). Additionally, the diameter of the trunk at above the start of the root buttress is
measured using 3 diameter tape. This Root Bultress Diameater (RBD) 15 for the calculaton
ol the Structural Root Zone or Rool Plate,

2.4 Tree Proledion Zone (TPZ) is the principal means for proledling trees on development sites.
ILis an area psolaled from the construction dislurbance so that the tree remains viable,
The TRZ is calculated using the formula; -
TPZ = DBH (diameter al broast heighl) x 12
Where multiple trunks the DBH is calculated as.-

2
DEH = V (DBH,)? +(DBH)M+4 +++4{DBH,F

The TPZ iz the above formula expressed in terms of a radius from the trunk of the

tree.;

25 The Structural Root Zone (SRL) is the area required for tree stability.
Etructural Root Zone (SREZ) is calculated using the formula: -
ERA Radius = (RBD x 50)" x 0.64

The SRA expressed in terms of a radius from the trunk of the tree. (From AS 4970-
2009),;

38 Hsasith of the trunk and branches was assessed by examination for insect and pathogen
invasion, scarring, bark splitting and excess shedding, death of major branches and known
structural weakness indicators, using the Visual Tree Assessment Method (WTA) to Stage
1, which includes use of a sounding (acoustic) hammer, (Mattheck & Breloer 1984, pp. 12—
13, 145). Ne internal examination of any trees was conducted,

5 Farleigh PTA 19/01/2022 3

Crogurrent Set 1D 2r04924
Wersion 1, Version Date 0712022
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Prelimimary Tree Bsseszment for e Tree ocated in S Farleigh Street, Ashiield

37 Crown Health was assessed by examination for excessive leaf drop, sparse crowing, small
and medium branch death, yellow ar discelouration of the leaves and insect and pathogen
invasion of the leaves. Additionally, Crown Health was assigned a number based on
comparison with illustrations in Figure 2. Within this companson system the lower the
number the better the health of the tree's crown, The assessed number has can be found
in Table 4;

3.8 Soil compaction was arbitrarily assessed by pushing a 200mm flat bladed screwdriver inta
the soil;

3.8  The tree assessment has been conducted using the SULE methed (Barrel 2001) (See Table
1) and Significant Relention Value (See Table 2),

Figure 2: Crown decline

5 Farleigh FTA 19/01/2022 4

Crogurrent Set 1D 2r04924
Wersion 1, Version Date 0712022
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Prelimimary Tree Bsseszment for e Tree ocated in S Farleigh Street, Ashiield

Table 1: SULE Table (After Barrel 2001)

1 2 3 q 5
Small, Yeung or
Long: Medium: Short Remove Regularly Pruned
Trees that appeared Trees that appeared
to be metainable at | Trees that appeared to | 1o be retsinable at
the ome of | be retainable at the | the fime of
assessment for | time of assessment | assessment for 515
more than 40 years | for 15—20 years with | yaars with an | Troes which shouwld | Trea  that can  be
with an acceptable | an acceptable level of | acceptable level of | be remowved in the | reliably remaoved
lawval of risk risk risk naxt B yoirs movied or roplaced
Dead, dying,
SEpDTeEEas of
Shucturaily sound dealining lsss
treps in positions that | Trees which may only | Trees which may only | because of diseasze
can  dccommedale | e between 15 and 40| Bvebetwesn 5 and 15: | of inhospilable | Small rées less than Sm
future growth YIS FERIE condiions In height
Tres which may e for | Trees which may Ive
Trees which could ke | mode than 40 years but | for mare than 15 years | Dangarous fress
made  sujtable  for | woold be removed for | oot wookd be removed | because of nstabilny | Young trees ess than 15
long.term setention by | safety  or  nusanooe | for salety or nuisance | or  receat less  of | pears old but over Smon
ramedal canm rCASING FEAEONE adjacent roes height
Trees af special
significance tar Tress which may we
kistorical Treas which may fve for | for morethan 16 yedars
commemorative or | mare than 40 years but | but wouwsd be removed | Dangerous fress
rarty  ressons  that | would be oremoved to- | o prevent | becsuse of suctural
el warant | prevent mizrference | misrterence with more | defacts including | Formal hedges and trees
exlraordingry  effods | wilh  more sblfable | suliable Indhiduals of | Savilles decay, | Intended  for  regutar
to secure their long | mdiaduzls or to provede | to provide space for | included bark, [ proming  fo  edifcally
term retention spae for new planling e pilanting. wiunds of poor ferm | contial growth
Trees which  redguine
Trees which could be | sulstantial  remedial

made  sudable  for
retention m the medium
term by remedal care:

tree care and ane onfy
suftable for retention
in the short tarm

Damagod troes thet
areclearly notsafe do
TEtHEin

Damaged trees that ame
deady notsate o retain

Trees that could five
for more than 5 pears
bit may be ramoved

1o prevent
ntarfarence witth
Mo sultablo

indiduals: or o
prownde  space  far
mEi planting

Trees that could ve for
mora then 5 years bot
may e removed to
prewent intorferenca with
moe suitahie individuals
Of 0 provide space for
fiesw planting

Trees fhat are damaging
or may Ccause damage o
existng structures wihin
5 years

Trees thal will become
dangercus after temoval
of other wees for the
TEESONG Qiven m (&) 1o (6

Treos In calegones (a) to
(g) that heve-a  high
waldlife habRat vale and,
with Bppropruste:
reatment, coukd Ee
reigined  subject, o
LT TEviEw

5 Farlaigh FTA

19/01/2022

s

Cropument Set 1D: AVE4524
Wersion: 1, Wersion Date 07A 12022
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Prelimimary Tree Bsseszment for e Tree ocated in S Farleigh Street, Ashiield

Table 2: Significant Retention Value

Retention Value | Significance Desorption
A mature tree thal contnibltes positvely 1o 2 sibe due to 1ts batanical, hstoncal orlacal

significance In combiration with good chysiological characteristices such 2 health,
form, structre ard fulire developmend, Significant elforts should be made to @iain
High this tree and it should be corsidered for retention within 2 proposed development

A semi-maturs lo malure tree which extibis fin or oood characterstics of health.
structire ar farm aneior Ay brw'rdE:snn'E amenity valle (o tha surrautiding area of
hatitat valse: Should be considered for retention IF possibie, within a developmant
design propasal and may be modified to allow for canstrudtion (e - canapy pruning.
Iedtium raot priming e

Atree that provedes minimal contribugion 1o the sumounding iandscape andior may be
in poar or deglining heatth. This tree may have a poor struchuse, poor fdrm be 3
noeous/poisonous or isted weed species ar 8 combination of these chameoienstes.
may be n-an inappropnate lncabon This tres is not worby of beng a constramt to e
Liwy development design proposal

A reanwith no EBndecape significance and its retanlion isinappropriate: The removal of
il this tree would be of berafil to the landscaps

5 Farleigh FTA 19/01/2022 =]

Cropument Set 1D: AVE4524
Wersion: 1, Wersion Date 07A 12022
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Pmimrirary Trea Assesame for 8 Teeinosted n 8 Faragh Bimeat Avtdaid
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Lo e v sl 1D 1S
Wi 1 Vi Dite: P01 SO0

Paitrrirary Tise Assesamar for 8 Tree inosted in 8 Fariaigh Hiest Asrdieid

4.2 Locaban of Tiss

- - "
Figuee 3 Posibon of e Ties om Siomeps HSionsags 7003

S Farlagh PTA a2 ]

Uit sl 102 TSRS
Wi . Ve Date IFTL SO0

Page 738



Inner West Local Planning Panel ITEM 10

Pradimmary Tree Aseesemert for a Tree located m S Farleigh Street, Ashfield

& Observations and Discussion of the Tree and Environment

51 Tree 1is a mature Corymbiz maculata (Spotted Gum). (See Figure 4) This ks visible in the
1875 historic aerlal photograph, as a small sized tree and but is nel present in the 1971
histaric aerial photagraph. (See DCS 2020) This suggests that the Spotted Gum s belwean
47 and 50 years old. The Spotted Gum i in very good condition, The tree is a modarately
sized Spotted Gum, with a height nearly 20 matres, a Tree Protection Zone (TPZ) of 11
metres and a Structural Root Zone (SRZ) of 3.5 metres: (See Table 3) There is swimming
poal located 2.22 matres from the Spotted Gum's trunk, placing the pool within the SRZ.
(See Figure.5) Tha problem with the Spotted Gum & the potential size that this tree may
reach. Eucalid (2022) describas Spotted Gum as a “free fo 45 mefres fall forming a
ignotuber”. The local soil is described by OEH ESpade Y2 (2022) as Blacktown Sail
Landscape. Chapman and Murphy (1889} P 38 describe these soils as with “General fertility
iz low fo moderate. Soil mafenais have low to moderate avalable water capacity.” This
suggests that this Spotted Gum wall not reach 45 metres but may grow to between 35 and
40 metres in height. This suggests that the Structural Root Zone (SRZ) may be as large as
4 metres;

Figure 4: The Corymbia maculats

S Farlaigh FTA 18001/2022 a
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L

Figure 5: Showing the proximity of the Corymbia r.i'mtntlla pool wall

52 The Spattad Gums structural roois are highly likely to be pressing against the wall of the
swimming pool. This pressure will increase as the tree gets bigger. There is the potential
that the Spotted Gum will eventually cause the development of vertical cracks in the fabric
of the swimming pool wall, Mattheck et all (2003, P.758 states “As far a5 the interaction
with buildings is concemed, the small fatigue strength of the brickwork against the fatigue
logads infroduced by the root also plays a major role. Even small roofs may cause damage
fo the building by fatigue fosd.” and "Against & wall pressing roots (lateral force] can cause
different crack formations” (See Figure 7 and Figure 13} There & the potential for the
swamiming pool wall to fall from compression forces generated by the Spotted Gum's
structurad reots and ampified by strong winds. The Spotted Gum has already started to
buttress, and the structural root are beginning 1o disturb the scil surface and artificial tur,
as they expand in dimansion, and the roots are becoming a trip hazard. (Ses Figure )
There are structural roots stading to lift the pool safety fence. (See Figure 10) Further, thare
is a large crack developing in a nearby retaining wall. {See Figure 11} The cracks pattem is
similar to the pattern described by Matthack et all (2003), P.758, (See Figure 12) with the
crack appearing to be larger at the top with the top of the wall curving up at the top of the
crack. This Spotted Gum will continue to damage surrounding structures, with the potential
to cauze damage fo the heritage listed dwelling, Unfortunately, the Spotted Gum is too larga
far the lecation and should be removed,

S Farlmigh PTA 19/01/2022 10
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Figure 6:8howing the polential mechanism for damage lo the swimming pool wall from Figure 10:
Verlical crack caused by 2 rool pressing against the wall, Mattheck et all (2003}, P.752

Figure 7: Showing the development of reots compressing against a wall from Figure | I: Easy to
detect and hidden cracks caused by roots pressing against walls, Mattheck et all (2003), P.759
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Figure 11: Showing the crack in the retaining wall with the crack larger nearer the top of the wall
and a second crack developing near the top as the top of the wall starts fo separate
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Figure 12: Showing how a root lifts and cracks a wall from Figure 3. Roots can lift heavy loads.
The induced bending stresses cause cracks. Mattheck et all (2003), P.758

53 Tree 2 15 a Eucalyptiua salighe (Sydney Blue Gum). The tree Is same age as the Spotted
Gum (Tree 1), This tree was not measured or subjectad to a complate VYisual Tree
Asmessment (WVTA) (Mattheck & Braloar 1994) The tree has been haavily crown redused
an the eastern and south-eastern sides of the trunk with at least three large first arder
branches having been removed, effectively crawn lifting the tree (See Figurs 13) This has
l=ft the Sydney Blue Gum with an unbalanced srawn Fislding (1967} suggests that the
effect af an unbalanced crown will cause a carespanding inequality in the width of grawth
ring around the trunk. This is supported by Mattheck (2007) P. 67, where he describes a
tree “which will put on less and fess radial increment front the fop down”. Mattheck, also,
implies that the lass of the lowear first order branches will reduce root growth, resutting in a
smaller rool plate, There is considerable weighl of crewn with several large Tirst order
branches over 22 Clissold Streel. The branch architacture afising from these first order
branches s very crovvded and should be thinned, (See Figure 14) The weight of the crown
must bo redistributed and the crown pruned to a more symmetrical form. This meay require
the ramoval of some lower order branches and a reduction in the length of the first order
branches.
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Figure 13: Showing the Sydney Blua Gum and whete the first order branches ware ramoved
indicated with arrows

Figure 14: Showing the crowded lower branch architecture that needs to be thinned and
shortened
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6 Recommendations

6.1 The Spotted Gum should be remaved, as this tree has reached a size where damage to the
allotmant’s infrastructure will increase and the bultress roots will become a dangarous trip
hazard, If the free s removed, replacement with a species suitable for the size of the area
will b2 required;

6.2 The Sydney Blus Gum will reguire remedial pruning to rebatancs the crown

|\1_,il.., ..-5_‘__:_"_}&-“-&. I'__F'E\. "E"""‘—LL

Malcolm Bruce
B.A. (MacCuarie) Land Management
Diploma of Arboricuture {Distinction) (Ryde TAFE) (AQF Level 5 Arborist)
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Attachment C — Conditions of consent (in the event of approval)

CONDITIONS OF CONSENT

GENERAL CONDITIONS

1. Canopy Pruning

In accordance with Australian Standard 437 3—FPruning of amenity frees, the following pruning

s approved:

Tree No.

Botanical/Common Name

2

Eucalyptus saligna (Sydney Blue Gum)

Clause 7.2.2
Deadwooding
Council consants the
remaval of deadwood.
Clause 7.3.2
Reduction pruning
Council consents to the
pruning of small
branches to reduce
canopy, especially to
wast. Pruning must not
excead 10% total five
canopy in order to
achieve the desired
rasults, while retaining
the main structural
branches, size and
shapa of the ree.
Pruning wounds for liva
branches must not
exceed 100mm in
diarmetar
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All tree works shall be undertaken by an arborist with a minimum Lavel 3 in Arboriculture, as
defined by the Australian Qualification Framework.

Disposal of waste material resulting from this determination shall be by private arrangement
and net through Cauncil's Domestic or Green Waste collecfion service.

2. Tree Protection

MNo trees on public preparty (footpaths, roads, reserves etc) are to be rermoved ar damaged
during works unless specifically approved in this consent ar marked on the approved plans for
ramaoval,

Prescribed rees protectad by Council's Managemeant Controls on the subject property ancdior
any vegetation on surrounding properties must not be damaged or removed during works
unless specific approval has been provided under this consent.

Any public tree within five (5) metres of the development must be protected in accordance with
Council's Develggment Fact Sheei— Trees on Development Sites.

Mo activitios, storage or disposal of materiais taking place beneath the canopy of any trea
{inctuding trees on neighbouring sites) protected under Council's Tree Managemant Conftrols
at any time,

3. Works to Trees

Approval sgiven for tha following works to be undertaken to rees on the site after the issuing
of a Construction Certiflcate:

| Treafllocation Approved works

Tree 1 - Corypmbia  maculafa  (Spotted | Removal
Gumjpiraar of site

The rarmoval of any streot tree approved by Council must include complate stump removal (to
a minirmurn depth of 400mm) and the temporary reinstatermant of levels so that no trip or fall
hazards exist untll suitable replanting occurs, These works must be complated Immeadiately
following the tree's removal,

Removal or pruning of any other trae (that would require consent of Council) on the site is

not approved and shall be retained and protected in accordance with Council's Development
Fact Shesf—Treas on Developmeant Sites.
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4, Works Outside the Property Boundary

This development consent does not authonse works cutside the property boundanes on
adjoining lands.

DURING DEMOLITION AND CONSTRUCTION
5. Construction Hours - Class 1 and 10
Untess ctherwize approved by Council, excavation, dermolition, construction or subdivision

work are only permitted bebwveen the hows of 7.00am o 5.00pm, Mondays to Saturdays
{inclusive) wath no works permitted on, Sundays or Public Holidays.

PRIOR TO OCCUPATION CERTIFICATE

6. Cerfification of Tree Planting

\Within 30 days of the remaval of T1 (Spotted Gum) the Council is to be providad with
avidence certified by & parsan halding & minimum qualfication of AQFS Certificate of
Heorficulture or Arbaricufiure that:

A minimum of 1 x 45 litre {container size al planting) additional tree which will altaina
minimum mature height of aight (8) metras, has been plantad in 8 more suitabla lbeation
within the property at a minimum of 1.5 metres from any boundary or strecture and aliowing
for future tree growvth. The tree is to conform to AS52303—Tree sfock for landscaps

use, Trees sted as exempt spacies or on the Trees Minar Works list in the Council's Tree
Management Controfs, Palms, fruit trees and species recognised to have a shor fife span
will not be accapted as suitable replacements,

If the tren is found dead or dying before it reaches dimansions where it is protectad by
Council's Tree Management Controls, it must be replaced in accordance with this condition.
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ADVISORY NOTES
Consent of Adjeining property owners

This consent does not authorise the applicant, or the contractor engaged fo do the tree works
to enter @ neighbouring property. Where access to adjacent land is required to carry out
approved tree works, Council advises that the owner's consent must be sought. Notification is
tha responsibility of the person acting on the consent. Should the tree owner's refuse acoess
to their land, the person acting on the consent must maet the requirements of the Access To
Neighbouring Lands Act 2000 1o sask access,

Arborists standards

Al lree wark must be undertaken by a practicing Arborist. The work muest be underiaken in
accordance with ASA3T3—Pruning of amenify frees and the Safe Work Australla Code of
Praclice—Guwide to Managing Risks of Tree Tnmming and Removal Work, Any waorks in the
viciniby of the Low ‘\oltage Owerhead Metwork (nciuding service lnes—pole to house
connections must be underaken by an approved Network Saermvice Provider contractor for the
management of vegetation conflicting with such services. Contact the refevant Network
Service Provider for further advice in this regard.

Tree Protection Works

All tree protection for the site must be undertaken in accordance with Council's Develogmeant
Fact Sheet—Treas on Development Sites and AS4570—Frofection of frees on development
sites,

Tree Pruning or Removal {including root pruning/mapping)

Removal or pruning of any other tree (that would require consent of Council) on the site is not
approved and must be retained and protected in accordance with Council's Development Fact
Shaat—~Arborist Reports.

Other works

\Works or activities other than those approved by this Development Consent will reguire the
submiszion of a new Developmeant Application or an application to madify the consant under
Section 4.55 of the Enwronmental Planning and Assessment Act 1978,

Failure to comply with conditions

Fallure to comply with the relevant provisions of the Environmental Flanning and Assesament
Act 1979 andfor the conditions of this consent may result in the serving of penalty notices or
lagal action
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