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Street trees are commonly installed following completion of the home with the front landscaping 
package to avoid being damaged and to allow irrigation via the private water connection along 
with the balance of the front landscaping. Should the developer be forced to maintain these trees 
for two years following the completion of the house and landscaping packages, it would add 
significant costs to the development which results in increased land prices.  
 
The discussion paper’s suggestion of a two year maintenance period is unreasonable and 
difficult to implement.  The proposed policy runs counter to the Department of Water’s 
conservation and allocation strategy with water allocation licences not available in many areas 
across Perth. The developer is not in a position to address damage to irrigation run from the 
house lot associated with the street tree and local councils are unlikely to have water allocation 
to maintain young trees.   
 
Summary 
UDIA is aware that individual members have provided extensive feedback on the draft policy and 
UDIA would like to add its support these with particular reference to the submission provided by 
Taylor Burrell Barnett.    
 
WAPC must reconsider the value of a policy that will have such a devastating impact on housing 
affordability.  The draft policy is ill-conceived and unnecessary and fails to recognise that trees 
are already provided by most developers.   WAPC’s task is to influence utility providers into 
committing to common trenching rather than impose the burden of additional cost on the 
purchaser. 
 
UDIA is committed to a flexible approach to verge and road reserve widths to ensure overall 
urban design outcomes that benefit each particular development rather than a ‘one size fits all’ 
approach.  If we are to achieve diversity of housing options to cater for the changing needs of 
home buyers and if we are to deliver communities that create their own strong sense of place, 
flexibility in planning policy is required and we would like that principle applied to road reserve 
and verge widths.  
 
Liveable Neighbourhoods is accepted and well understood by the planning fraternity and the 
development industry and provides for a range of road profiles with street trees and services 
already provided for in cross sections.  The discussion paper makes a number of 
unsubstantiated statements to support the argument for widening road reserves with no tangible 
evidence of why the existing policy should be changed.   
 
UDIA supports the current cross section approach allowing a range of widths to be negotiated as 
part of the rigorous urban design process.  WAPC should identify and develop flexible strategies 
that meet the desired outcomes for both increased street trees and adequate reserves for 
services.   
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We trust that you will give this submission due consideration before making any modifications to 
Liveable Neighbourhoods.   Should you wish to discuss this submission further, I can be 
contacted on 9321 1101. 
 
 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 

 
 
 
Debra Goostrey 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENT 1 
SUBMISSION PROVIDED BY 

TAYLOR BURRELL BARNETT 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENT 2 
STREET TREE MAINTENANCE GUIDE 






