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Executive Summary

Overview:
The City has a long-term vision for the future of the natural 
environment - formed from the views of the community, 
focused on looking after our place, our homes, our 
biodiversity and natural environment.

The Urban Forest Strategy was created to complement 
and sit alongside both the Local Environment Strategy and 
Local Biodiversity Strategy.

The draft Strategy was created following extensive 
community consultation. Once complete, the City 
invited comment to ensure public confidence and review 
community feedback.

Community engagement ran from 9 December 2020 to 29 
January 2021.

Traditional stakeholder engagement was conducted 
through the City’s monthly newsletter, website, and social 
media channels; alerts were issued to key groups including 
Friends Groups and local businesses ie. orchardists and 
wineries.

A feedback form was listed on the City’s engage portal 
with hard copy forms placed at all City locations.

24 submissions were received.

Review
The City issued information regarding the Strategy and 
encouraged people to Have Their Say via:

EDM:

• City Subscribers (2054 email addresses) – Promotion 
in December 2020 and January 2021

• Friends Groups (124 email addresses) - Promotion in 
January 2021

Social Media:

Promotional posts were published to Facebook, 
Instagram, LinkedIn and Twitter - clippings are included on 
pg 16 of this report showing social media insights for the 
campaign.

 

Posts across channels cumulatively reached <12K with an 
engagement rate of <5%. 

Letter Drop:

• Letters detailing the Strategy and inviting people to 
Have Their Say were issued to 37 businesses in the 
Perth Hills.

Kalamunda Chamber of Commerce:

• The City partnered with the Chamber of Commerce to 
promote the Strategy and call for feedback. 

Engage Portal:

The online engage project received 221 visits and 24 
submissions.

Engagement Outcome:
Reviewing the community engagement uptake, the 
following should be noted:

• Those wishing to comment had to read the Strategy 

• Feedback focused on what the respondent did not like 
about the Strategy

• Engagement ran over Christmas/New Year – 
community engagement is traditionally low at this time 
of year 

 With this in mind, project engagement key takeaways are: 

• The City used its existing relationship with the 
Kalamunda Chamber of Commerce to assist with 
promotion

• Communications Team completed a direct letter drop 
to 37 targeted local businesses (orchardists/wineries 
etc) informing them of the engagement – this received 
great feedback

• Promotion to City email subscribers and specific groups 
received above average open rate and click through rate

• More than 200 unique visitors to engage portal 
indicating awareness was there. As conversion rate 
dropped off here, positive sentiment towards the 
strategy could be assumed.
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Draft Urban Forest Strategy | 
Engaging with the community
The City of Kalamunda released a Draft Urban Forest 
Strategy for public comment in December 2020.

Our vision for the City’s urban forest is: Our diverse forest 
is valued as an intrinsic feature of our evolving urban 
landscape that supports a happy, healthy and prosperous 
community.

A recent independent study conducted within 131 Councils 
across Australia ranked the City of Kalamunda in the top 
20 Councils of the 131 assessed in terms of overall tree 
canopy however it ranked poorly in terms of annual loss 
of tree canopy, primarily due to residential and industrial 
development.

The draft Strategy has been developed in part to respond 
to this annual loss of tree canopy, especially in the urban 
environment. The Strategy looks at the three main 
environments within the City (Swan Coastal Plain, Darling 
Scarp and Darling Plateau) with targets for both retention 
and improvements in tree canopy coverage by 2028 
against the 2018 benchmark. Specific actions have been 
proposed in the Strategy.

FAQs | 
What is an Urban Forest?

Urban forest is a population of trees and vegetation 
growing within an urban setting for the purpose of 
improving the livability of that urban setting whilst 
providing social, economic and environmental benefits to 
the community as a whole.

Why do we need a Strategy?

To maintain, preserve and protect our urban forest we face 
many challenges. Some of these include:

• pathogen management

• public perception and perceived risks

• limited influence on private land

• competing priorities with utility providers

• changing urban environmental conditions

• ongoing budget constraints

• climate change including temperature changes and 
water availability

• available space to plant

• requirement to increase urban density

In order to appropriately address these issues and 
challenges, it is crucial that the city establish a holistic 
urban forest strategy to guide in the planned, systematic 
and integrated approach to managing the City’s urban 
forest.

Urban forest is a population of trees and vegetation 
growing within an urban setting for the purpose of 
improving the livability of that urban setting whilst 
providing social, economic and environmental benefits to 
the community as a whole.

What are the goals of the draft strategy? 

The City of Kalamunda is well known for its bushland, 
forests, parks and leafy streets. The draft Urban Forest 
Strategy outlines 11 key objectives with 38 actionable that 
aim to maintain and protect the City’s urban forest.

Swan Coastal Plain Area

• Increase canopy cover to an average of 20% with no net 
loss based on the 2018 baseline within residential lots 
and road reserves by 2028.

• aintain current canopy cover within parks and reserves

• Retain at least 20% canopy cover within areas 
earmarked for, but yet to undergo, urban development

• Increase canopy cover in industrial areas to an average 
of 5 to 10% based on 2018 baseline by 2028

Darling Scarp Area

• Maintain overall canopy coverage with no net loss 
based on the 2018 baseline

• Increase canopy coverage in areas with less than 20% 
canopy cover (including the Kalamunda Town Centre)

• Increase canopy cover in industrial areas to an average 
of 5 to 10% based on 2018 baseline by 2028

A community survey was open from  
9 December  2020 - 29 January 2021 
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Engage Portal | Traffic

Engage Traffic

221 Total visits

22 Maximum visits per day

98 Informed Visitors

178 Aware Visitors

Darling Plateau Area

• Maintain overall canopy coverage with no net loss based on the 2018 
baseline

• To achieve the goals to maintain and increase the City’s urban forest 
canopy cover an action plan has been developed. High priority actions 
should be implemented within two years, medium priority within five years 
and low priority actions within 10 years
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Gender of Respondents

Suburb

Age

I am a ...

Engage (Survey) | Demographics

The Survey received 
24 contributions
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Engage | Survey Responses

Did you find the draft urban forest strategy easy to understand?

Rating: Increased planting on 
road reserves and street verges

Rating: Increased urban forest 
canopy in industrial areas

Rating: Increased urban canopy 
cover in the Kalamunda Town 
Centre and surrounds

Rating: Increased species diversity 
within the City’s streetscapes

Rating: Increased 
planting on private 
property

Rating: Increased planting 
within parks and reserves with 
low levels of canopy cover

Rating: Maintain trees 
and other vegetation on 
private property

Very Important

Very Important

Very Important Very Important

Very Important Very Important

Very Important Very Important

Important

Important

Important Important

Important

Not important
Important

Important Important

Unnecessary
Uncertain

Very Important

Important
Not important

Rating:  Maintain existing 
canopy cover within parks, 
reserves and road reserves 
(verges and medians)

Rating:  Maintain urban forest 
within areas earmarked for 
urban development

Public Agenda Briefing Forum 14 February 2023 Attachments Attachment 10.1.2.2

City of Kalamunda 109



Page 8

Comments

>> Missing any treatment of the conflict between the Fire 
inspectors demanding trees near houses be removed and 
clearing of vegetation/mulch within 20m of houses... in other 
regions this causes constant conflict as the two departments 
never seem to have a common ground - eg. in Armadale you 
cab be instructed to remove trees, and then receive a notice 
to replant the trees 

>> 10.2 Create a database to track the number of trees and 
vegetation planted and removed by the City on an annual 
basis" only covers trees planted and removed by the City 
of Kalamunda (not local residents), it should also included 
trees premoved privately too (i.e often due to private 
development)  i.e. it would be much more inclusive to 
have "Create a database to track the number of trees and 
vegetation planted and removed *in* the City on an annual 
basis

>>Development and human activity in the forest areas will 
only cause further tree loss and environmental damage

>> I agree with all the points, some of the moderate to low 
values applied should be questioned, as I think that all 
points are of equal importance. The Darling Scarp is seeing 
a lot of tree removal as people are developing their private 
property, so I would advise that is very important to work at 
lessening that impact on the Urban Forest cover. I think it is 
very important the City is very hands on at educating the Tree 
Removalists about any and all changes. They are the front line 
to people having tress/cover removed. If the City is to retain 
some of the significant trees, the removalists need to have 
a clear idea as to the guidelines. Once old tress are removed 
it takes a person's lifetime or more to grow them back to a 
point of decent cover again

Comments

>> Increasing planting (large trees) on private property - fire  
Trees overhanging properties should reduce not increase 
Whilst I agree to increase planting in urban forest canopy 
we need to increase the controlled burning to reduce fire 
loads in forest. We  are one fire away from a disaster - strong 
easterly & fire load

>> No disagreement with actions (although it is mentioned 
in document, would stress the importance of ensuring 
appropriate species are carefully selected for verge etc 
plantings to avoid costs to City/ratepayers of pruning under 
power lines, ditto along walk/bike trails)

>> All actions that are given medium priority should be 
upgraded to high priority

>> No. 6 add - Council not to spot rezone or allow urban and 
industrial developments on significant environmental and 
tree canopy areas which are privately owned

>> The proposed Guide to Verge Planting and Planting Under 
Powerlines should be given high priority, not medium.  We 
need ways to easily unlock the Community's energy both 
in groups and individuals. Guides that allow individual and 
group landholders to take positive action should come 
sooner rather than later

>> All actions that have been given medium priority should 
be treated as high priority

 

Do you disagree with any of the actions and if so 
which ones and why?

No

Yes
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Do you disagree with the priorities attached to any of the actions 
and if so which ones and why?

No

Yes

Comments

>> 11.1 Create a dedicated urban forest team within the City." 
Successful implementation of the strategy is going to be 
difficult without a dedicated team. This should be prioritised, 
loaded with expertise and given the powers required to 
implement changes

>> We have already lost natural environment to urban 
development. Given the importance of the forest areas 
for water catchment, biodiversity and as the "lungs" for 
the city any further "development" in treed area is highly 
UNDESIRABLE

>>4.8 Given the environmental importance of the Local 
Biodiversity Strategy and the Public Open Space Strategy, 
this action deserves to be ""High"" priority

>> The Darling Scarp region needs to be a higher priority 
because at the current rate the tree removal is likely to 
become significantly denuded as residents subdivide and 
develop their blocks. As I have observed from my property (in 
Kalamunda) we have lost at least  50 very large and significant 
trees just in the immediate area in the last ten years. More 
than 75% of these were removals by owners of private 
properties. We really need to educate people about the value 
of their trees, to them, their pockets and then the rest of the 
environment

>> The overall priority is far too low

>> No need to increase planting on land tagged for urban 
development or earmarked for development in the next 10 
years unless fast growing (2 years)

Comments

>> Agree with action priorities but would consider the 
order in which they are arranged in Table 3. Would place the 
maintenance and protection of existing canopy cover ahead 
of strategies for planting etc. Fully support the establishment 
of an urban forest team

>> All of the actions that are given medium priority  should 
be high priority. Q11.1 I feel this team should have been in 
place when the forest strategy was first spoken of years ago. 
By retaining rural and special rural areas the benefits as has 
been stated on page 3 1.1  can only assist the next survey of 
canopy cover and all the other goals to be achieved

>> All of the actions that have been given medium priority 
should be treated as high priority
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Would you like to propose any different focus areas or actions?

>> Align urban forest and fire control or it will end up being a continual battle,  
also clarify ownership and responsibility for verges - in 2020 the City did nothing to reduce dry grass on verges -which are the 
main fire start locations.. most residents expect the City to be responsible for the verge, 
Finally - more details on how to manage developments - typically the clear-fell everything and then do some plantings - this 
erases any benefits to the ecosystem since mature trees are host to many fauna

>> Increase the Plants for Residents program to take place several times a year.  It would be good to have a planting guide 
provided with each plant also

>> As Kalamunda is thought of by many residents as ""our home in the forest"" - it is imperative to maintain total tree cover. 
Preventing ""net loss of tree canopy and other vegetation"" is simply not enough - offsetting vegetation and tree loss,  is not the 
same as preventing gross loss of tree canopy and other vegetation. It is critical to preserve what vegetation already exists, as well 
as add to it.  
The City of Kalamunda must review its Local Planning Strategy and Scheme to change how future developments happen with in 
its boundaries. This is where the majority of tree loss is occurring

>> Inappropriate planting of verges i.e. hostile plants that have weedy potential

>> I think it should be of a high priority that native trees are planted in industrial areas. Not "medium" priority. The huge 
development in Wattle Grove and destruction of trees makes me cry

>> Help us preserve our rural life style in Wattle Grove and save us from the developers

>>  I wonder whether the KAL can harness the eyes and ears of the community and set up a hotline for people with concerns over 
forest and tree management? 

>> Yes, focus on the removal of non indigenous species from forest areas, limit and contain human access to the still pristine 
areas of natural bush

>> Whilst fully endorsing all the tabled Strategies, I would urge the City to view them all in relation to their future bushfire 
implications. This would involve input from the relevant authorities, within the City and outside City limits

>> Keep existing tree canopy and stop being developer focused

>> Please remember that the people in the Darling Scarp region will also want to be included in the Plants for Resident's scheme. 
I personally have been using the plants that I got from this scheme to plant cover in the areas that I would not have had the funds 
to cover myself. So the very back of my property and also my verge has benefited from this scheme and as a result the mature 
trees that I have on my block have improved in health over the past 10 years

>> Yes, concentrate on preventing all clearance by commercial and private developers on any established shade trees

>> Fire planning in line with increased canopies, especially area's backing onto forest addressing fire load management

>> I would like to propose a different action and that is to keep Wattle Grove South's zoning as special rural/semi rural with block 
sizes no less than 2000 sqms 

>> More information on the wildlife effects on reduction of tree canopy

>> The strategy is fantastic - well done.  My only suggestions are: 
The City needs to negotiate seriously with Western Power who are a big cause of people cutting down the trees in their front 
yard in Gooseberry Hill as they are always tagging the trees to be pruned every year and eventually people get fed up with the 
expense and end up cutting down the whole tree.  Plus Western Power never tell residents that if it's a naturally occurring tree (ie 
a marri), WP will prune the tree at their own expense.  This needs to be publicly known and not just for those who persist.
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Would you like to propose any different focus areas or actions? (Continued)

>> Reviewing current developmental proposals to include and ensure the approvals retain vegetation, rather than remove all 
vegetation and replace with younger trees. Limiting denser infill building construction. Include corridors of natural vegetation 
( not replanted) and open space rather than parks in isolation allowing animals to move freely between habitats. New 
subdivisions for housing and industry do not allow avenues for wildlife to move uninterrupted, thereby causing distress to both 
the wildlife and humans. People have to find a solution to animals they may not want in their gardens and relocation is not 
always an option

>> The intention to increase verge plantings is very welcome indeed but I was disappointed to see the lack of detail with regard 
to how this would be done. One issue that I believe is very important is combining the increased tree cover with considerations 
of how to ensure that both the new plantings and existing trees don't unnecessarily lead to dramatically increased maintenance 
costs for the City. Currently the City's policies strongly discourage the removal of trees on road verges and that is vitally 
important. However certain species are more likely than others to lead to lifting of road and footpath pavements. It is also highly 
likely that any large tree growing within two metres or so of a footpath or road edge will lead to damage in the future. Repairs 
to both road surfaces and footpaths are very expensive and therefore designing a policy which encourages the avoidance of 
species known to be a problem and planting trees well back from the road or footpath edge would achieve increased tree cover 
while eliminating heavy ongoing costs. 
I am sure the City would always pay attention to the positioning of new plantings and that that positioning would cover my 
concerns. Hopefully some research would also go into the selection of species. However, with regard to existing problem trees, 
could the City identify these culprits and, as a priority, plant replacement trees further away from the road/footpath and of a 
suitable species? Then in, say, five years time, when the new trees were 3 metres of so tall, remove the undesirable trees. The 
financial implications of retaining unsuitable trees was brought home to me a few years ago when the City replaced a section of 
roadway which had become seriously degraded due to the roots of a nearby tree. The work undertaken involved the stripping of 
20 to 30 metres of the road, compacting and levelling before resealing and re-kerbing. Based on other works of a similar nature, 
I ""guesstimate"" that the overall cost could have been as high as $20,000. When discussing the work with the resident living 
opposite, she noted that this section had been resurfaced seven times now due to the tree roots. Even if my estimate is a bit 
high (although I don't believe it is) the cost of leaving this tree (and other similar ones) in place without a plan for it's replacement 
seems a wanton waste of precious resources - resources that could contribute significantly towards increasing the tree canopy 
in a more responsible manner. These problem trees are usually self seeded and appear to have germinated in soil that has been 
disturbed for road or footpath construction. Hence their proximity  to those surfaces.  
I believe that those of us seeking to improve the environment need to bear in mind that significant sections of the community 
see us as tree huggers and that this work is not important. Unless we show that we have thought this through professionally and 
we aren't burdening the ratepayers with avoidable costs, I think we will continue to be deemed irrelevant.  
On to something completely different but also important. The City has many areas where native bush is relatively undisturbed. 
These include unallocated crown land, city reserves and state managed parks. Street verge plantings in these areas have the 
potential to threaten those bush areas. Could the strategy include planting guidelines that avoid species known to be invasive 
and which threaten the natural value of these areas? Eastern states wattles and eucalypts are just a couple of obvious examples

>> I feel that implementation of the Urban Forest Strategy needs to be expedited before more canopy cover is destroyed

>> No consideration to green/vegetated roofs. This might not be appropriate given initial cost and ongoing water usage however 
they do provide environmental services (improves air quality, reduces ambient temperature, noise reduction and increases solar 
panel efficiency to name a few. Incorporating appropriate species into future rail/drainage reserves

>> Hollows: The word doesn't appear in a keyword search of the draft strategy. This omission is glaring because of the role 
hollows play in the life of our forests. Their decline ('need to get rid of that old dead tree.') needs to be halted.  Yes, there is a 
threat from honeybees, but they are already a threat and meanwhile a large swathe of our bird, mammal and reptile populations 
is losing the shelter they need to survive. Read the literature, (Gold Coast Council has stuff on it) and add a Hollows Plan or a 
Strategy goal to 'investigate and report on the role of hollows in Kalamunda's urban forest  areas and recommend actions where 
required'

>> I would like to propose to keep Wattle Grove South zoned rural with block sizes no less than 2000 square metres 
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Are there specific other comments you have that are important in finalising the strategy?

>> I'm glad its finally been addressed

>> Maybe the City could offer educational sessions for residents to learn more about looking after their trees/plants and which 
ones to encourage them to plant - natives, fire retardant, waterwise and bird/wildlife attracting etc 
There is reference to disease and other aspects causing a reduction in canopy cover, however the clearing of land to build 
housing estates (eg Bushmead) contributes to the lack of canopy cover particularly when bodies such as DFES have such strict 
BAL guidelines which essentially forces people to reduce their canopy so their house plans get approved by the City

>> The main cause of tree loss and heat island effect is dense urban development and new industrial areas. The City of Kalamnda 
can have an impact on these forms of development and thereby drastically reduce its environmental impact through the Local 
Planning Strategy and Scheme. This is where the most Urban Forest can be saved. Planting trees in streetscapes and parks can 
only do so much to alleviate the heat island affect and tree loss. How new development occurs must be changed (through the 
Local Planning Strategy) to preserve existing urban forest. 
The City of Kalamunda needs to seriously review it's development policies and how it holds them to account - it has to date 
ignored its own police which is to ‘deliver environmental sustainability and maintain the integrity of the natural environment’. It 
has clearly failed here. More action is needed. 

>> I'd like to suggest a financial reward for ratepayers as an incentive to care for and keep trees on private land. Rather than fine 
owners for removing trees, we could reward owners with a rates discount determined according to the amount of canopy cover 
on their property. Canopy levels could be bracketed, so if an owner removes a tree or if a tree dies on their property, they may 
drop into a lower bracket. By putting a dollar value on trees, land owners will see then as an asset. It also compensates owners 
for the additional work involved in managing urban forest. Canopy levels could be assessed every 5 years, with owners given the 
opportunity to apply to change brackets if they believe the canopy has increased. Canopy could also be reassessed whenever 
council receives information that trees have been lost

>> Many of the species of "trees" on road verges are weedy wattles i.e. E.S. species that are rapidly spreading especially in the 
upper reaches of the Darling Scarp and Plateau 

>>  Will the City of Kalamunda be able to enforce the Urban Forest Strategy or can it be over ruled by the State Planning division, 
as it has happened so often in the past? Unless the State Government has the same strategy all your good efforts can be for 
naught!  PS, I would love to see street trees planted in our street, to replace the once that have died or been removed. That is in 
Bauhinia Rd Forrestfield.

>>  The City needs to have a good hard look at its self and try to repair its reputation when it comes to environmental issues 
around land clearing and development. The word is out that Kalamunda is one of the worst local governments in the country for 
over seeing vegetation loss. Having read the strategy it would be great if we could make some inroads into stopping rampant 
development and destruction of our environment. However what we have endured and the struggle down here in Wattle Grove 
over the past decade and more to preserve our environment , makes me very cynical and ho hum if anything would get done at 
all or is it just going through the process to make things look good, as though someone actually cares.

>> The Council has encourage over the past 15 years off road bike activity in our forests. This has resulted in the spread of non 
indigenous species, increased road traffic on roads not suitable for this, erosion, the building of bike trails in parks designated 
only for walking, antisocial activity locally

>>  This Strategy is welcomed and covers, in varying degrees, the environmental and health concerns of the majority of the 
residents. Whilst Strategy 6 "Maintain trees and other vegetation on private property" addresses the 'elephant in the room', it is 
essential that long-overdue action be taken. There will be substantial opposition to any reduction of a landowner's right to do 
whatever he/she likes on their block of land. Using the ELUPS to "incorporate a provision in the Scheme" may be the only way to 
address this longstanding problem. It should be remembered that recent research has found that, regardless of the success of an 
authority in retaining tree cover on lands it manages, failure to address the topic of tree preservation on private land, will always 
result in a net LOSS of tree canopy

>> City of Kalamunda has an appalling reputation for destroying tree canopy and not listening to residents.  This should change
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Are there specific other comments you have that are important in finalising the strategy? (Continued)

>> I think it is a very good idea to add road verges to the Friends Groups care, there are two advantages that I can see from this. 
One it would help to educate people on weed species that are affecting the reserves and parks. Two it would increase urban 
forest cover. Can I also suggest Adopt-a-Verge Tree Scheme where people can sign up to have a verge tree planted and then they 
are responsible to maintain it ie. water it etc. The last point that I would like to add to the debate is this. That one of the things 
that I have not seen mentioned in the benefits of increased urban forest is that it dampens down the noise pollution of the 
urban environment. The plant cover really softens the echo caused by urban hard surfaces

>> Yes, the overall programme is inadequate as a serious response to known climate change - seems as though it is being 
trivialised and grossly under resourced bearing in mind the seriousness of the issues identified in the consultants research

>> Some suggested improvements to the document: 
(a) Noting the photos used early in the document, would it be better to have a triptych of captioned photos showing 
representative examples of urban forest envisioned for the three City of Kalamunda regions i.e. Swan. Scarp and Plateau?  
(b) Sect 1.1 para 3, p 3. Urban forest also mitigates against extreme cold/frost reducing heating costs or crop damage. 
(c) Sect 1.2, para 1 p. 3. Purpose of Urban Forest Strategy: The over-riding purpose is to protect, enhance, establish and maintain 
all habitats (be they natural or modified) to improve the quality of life of all living things 
(d) Fig 2, p. 5. Is it worth stating somewhere what happens when residents/developers etc are in default of planning or legislative 
requirements regarding vegetation protection/removal? You want to avoid sounding punitive: but also, people need to be aware 
that there can be consequences for unauthorised vegetation removal (?some of this covered in EULPS or other City documents). 
This would help underpin the important Strategy objectives of maintaining and protecting the present urban forest cover, let 
alone any that is later established. 
(e) p.7 The importance of the senses (sight, sound, touch, smell), as well as emotional responses in to trees/forest is indicated. 
The following reference broadens out these values. 
Cherry, T. D. ( 1999): Assessing Aesthetic Landscape Values. A Community Participatory Methodology, Master of Science thesis, 
Department of Geography. University of Western Australia.  
(f) Missing is something on Aboriginal values, expectations; and historical values (heritage trees arc mentioned in the doc). 
(g) p 7. Economic benefit from useful tree plantings (nut, fruit, flowers etc)

>> On 24 November 2020, I believe the City contradicted all that they say they believe in regard to the City priority goal to 
keep Kalamunda City "Clean and Green" when they voted to destroy the environment of Wattle Grove South, with their plan 
to urbanize the area. Not only did they contradict themselves but also betrayed the voice of the people with 215 submissions 
against urbanization and 2 in favour of it

>> With  the destruction of trees and turning rural blocks into new high density suburbs - HEAT ISLANDS --TREELESS SUBURBS. 
The difference in temperature is 10 degrees. Just consider the energy used to cool these new suburbs. Energy use means more 
mining for coal more environmental damage

>> Another issue is that the installation of solar panels on household rooftops is leading to trees being cut down, because people 
want to make sure their solar energy works.  The stupidity of this is staggering but it has happened in our area - the trees were 
cooling the person's house far more and at less cost than the solar panels were but some people don't realise this.  Maybe they 
should only be allowed to install the solar panels with micro-inverters in the hills, and there needs to be more education about 
the superior cooling effects of trees

>>  It takes many years, even centuries, for mature trees to develop and successfully support larger species of wildlife and form 
sustainable ecosystems. Removing trees and replacing them does not equate to maintaining a good forest even with strategy/
planning. Soil, nutrients and microscopic  factors are disturbed

>> By proposing an increase in the diversity of plant species to be planted, one hopes that these species will be local native 
species rather than non-native species
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Are there specific other comments you have that are important in finalising the strategy? (Continued)

>>  The addition of each zones community expectations as they will likely vary between the coastal plain, scarp and plateau. This 
would impact on priority actions for each zone. 
- The strategies goals are all the way back on page 35 and not highlighted in the introduction 
- the use of ground covers associated with urban trees not explored (companion planting) 
- Strategy doesn't explore the potential negative aspects of urban trees and propose solutions to these (ongoing maintenance, 
root damage to infrastructure, fire risk and competing landuse/community opinion).  
- Incorporation of granite outcrop native species into carparks, potential to harvest water? 
- No discussion regarding fire risk in the darling scarp or plateau (Climate change) 
- Should the city be more proactive in monitoring for marri canker in priority reserves rather than waiting to review aerial photos, 
a bit late at that stage? 
- More proactive managing dieback to incorporate cleaning stations for walkers, signage and vehicle hygiene around known 
dieback infestations 
- Should the consequence of inappropriate tree removal be highlighted here or at least direction to further info (will date quickly)  
- Could reference the Land Conservation Act regarding drainage, clearing  threats in Darling Plateau

>> Well done so far. Beware vested interests if possible. Good luck

>> On the 24 of November 2020, I feel the City of Kalamunda betrayed the voice of the people when they voted to urbanize 
Wattle Grove South, which has an increasing tree canopy growth rate, contrary to the 215 submissions from the people not to 
urbanize the area and only two submissions in favour of the Roberts Day plan
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Feedback | Engagement Promotion

Communications included:

 » Community Survey/Feedback Form

 » Social Media Awareness

 » Website Visability/Link

 » Media Release

 » Flyers and inclusion in City commissioned EDMs

 » Letters to community members impacted by the Plan

 » Face-to-Face discussions led by Project Team

Content was posted across the City’s buildings 
and shared with Stakeholders, such as Kalamunda 
Chamber of Commerce for placement in their member 
communications.

Survey:

Media Release:

Engage Traffic

221 Total visits

22 Maximum visits per day

98 Informed Visitors

178 Aware Visitors
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EDM:

Social Media:

EDM Stats:
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Direct Letter Drop to Local Businesses:

Verbal Feedback:

"Thank you so much for dropping off the letter 
advising us of the draft Urban Forest Strategy. 

We're not on email and rarely get any 
communication from the City. We don't get the 
local paper so finding out about things like this can 
be hard. 

We are ever so grateful!"

Project promotion and 
engagement activites 
resulted in 24 contributions/
submissions being received.

Kalamaunda Chamber of Commerce Promotion:
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Appendix 1 | SUBMISSIONS

The following submissions were received in addition to the survey feedback

>>  Respondent 1 - pg 19

>> Respondent 2 - pg 20

>> Respondent 3 - pg 22

>> EcoVision - pg 25

>>  Respondent 5 - pg 35

>>  Respondent 6 - pg 48

>>  Respondent 7 - pg 51

>> NRPG - pg 52

>> Respondent 9 - pg 57

>> Respondent 10 - pg 58
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 » Respondent 1 [sic]
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 » Respondent 2 [sic]
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 » Respondent 3 [sic]
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 » EcoVision Submission
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 » Respondent 5 [sic]
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 » Respondent 6 [sic]
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 » Respondent 7 [sic]
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 » Nature Reserves Preservation Group Submission
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 » Respondent 9 [sic]
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 » Respondent 10 [sic]
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