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11.2.9 REQUEST FOR FIG TREE REMOVAL, 37 CONGDON STREET, 
COTTESLOE 

File No: PR51478 
Attachments: Copy of Letter Requesting Removal of Fig Tree 37 

Congdon Street 
Photos of Tree Litter 37 Congdon Street 
Copy of Letter Requesting Fig Tree Removal 39 
Congdon Street (went to Council Feb2012) 
Plan of Site 37 and 39 Congdon Street 

Responsible Officer: Carl Askew 
Chief Executive Officer 

Author: Geoff Trigg 
Manager Engineering Services 

Proposed Meeting Date: 22 May 2012 

Author Disclosure of Interest Nil 

SUMMARY 

An application has been received from the owners of 37 Congdon Street, Cottesloe, 
for the removal of one fig tree on the road verge, which affects their property because 
of the large volume of debris continually being dropped onto their property, footpath 
and crossover. 
 
The recommendation is that Council: 

1. Inform the applicant that the two fig trees fronting 37 and 39 Congdon Street will 
be removed and replaced with suitable native trees. 

2. Thank the applicant for bringing this matter to Council’s attention. 

BACKGROUND 

In February 2012, Council received a similar request from the owners of 39 Congdon 
Street, mentioning two fig trees, one of which was this tree. At the time, Council 
declined to remove those trees. 
 
This tree will grow much larger, and is bounded by the public footpath, the street 
kerbing and a crossover. These assets are not yet being lifted by the tree roots. Fig 
trees are well known for their invasive root systems and the large amount of debris 
dropped. 

STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS 

Nil  

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

Council’s Street Tree Policy applies.  
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STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT 

There are no legal or statutory issues relating to where street trees must be planted 
and how they should be maintained, apart from the standard liability issues regarding 
potentially dangerous street trees in the public domain. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

This tree would cost approximately $1,500 to remove. 

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS 

Native species of suitable street trees planted in locations where the root systems 
can develop without being restricted or causing damage to infrastructure are of high 
value to a community’s sustainability objectives. Unfortunately, these fig trees, like a 
number of Cottesloe street trees, are not suitable species to be planted in the 
existing locations, because of the size they will grow to and the probable damage 
from invasive tree roots in the future. 

CONSULTATION 

Nil 

STAFF COMMENT 

Council’s Street Tree policy includes a list of reasons why street trees would normally 
not be removed. One of these reasons is for the tree litter / leaf fall (messy tree). The 
other secondary reasons – root invasion into private property, cracks in paths and 
driveways and the fear of slipping over on the squashed berries – are standard 
complaints about large fig trees. 
 
At the February 2012 meeting, Council “acknowledged that in the future there would 
be a need for Council to re-consider this particular issue”. 
 
The age of the owners and visitors and thus the increased potential for injury is a 
factor in this consideration. 

VOTING 

Simple Majority 

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION 

Cr Boland referred to the Town’s Street Tree Policy where it outlines reasons that do 
not justify tree removals, such as tree litter/leaf fall (“messy” tree) and alternative 
species requested by residents. Cr Boland also referred to section 4(6) of the policy 
where it states “A proposal to remove or replace multiple street trees in one street 
shall require an expert’s report, public consultation and consideration by Council” and 
suggested that Council conduct public consultation on the matter, in line with the 
policy. 
 
Committee discussed the February 2012 request to remove a Fig Tree from 
Congdon Street, where Council voted to retain the tree. Committee agreed that in the 
long term, Morton Bag Fig Trees are not an appropriate species due to the long term 
issues associated with the roots systems, potential size of the tree and the tree 
debris, however there was reluctance to remove two trees, as Cottesloe is known for 
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being a “leafy suburb” for a reason. As such Committee questioned whether one tree 
could be removed at a time to allow the replacement sapling time to grow, before the 
second tree was removed. 
 
Mayor Morgan advised that he was in favour of public consultation regarding the 
proposed removal of the street trees from Congdon Street, to give the community an 
opportunity to have a say on the matter of whether one, two or none of the trees be 
removed. Committee also requested that Administration consider what assistance 
could be offered in relation to cleaning up of the debris created by the trees pending 
the outcome of the consultation. 

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION 

Moved Cr Strzina, seconded Cr Rowell 

THAT Council: 

1. Inform the applicant that the two fig trees fronting 37 and 39 Congdon Street will 
be removed and replaced with suitable native trees. 

2. Thank the applicant for bringing this matter to Council’s attention. 

Lost 0/5 

NEW MOTION / COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

Moved Cr Boland, Seconded Mayor Morgan 

THAT Council, in accordance with it’s Street Tree Policy, obtain an expert’s 
report and conduct public consultation in relation to the removal and 
replacement of either one or both of the fig trees fronting 37 and 39 Congdon 
Street, and report back to Council. 
 

AMENDMENT 

Moved Mayor Morgan, Seconded Cr Strzina 

That the recommendation also include number 41 Congdon Street as per the 
information tabled by the Manager Engineering Services. 

Carried 7/1 

NEW MOTION / COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION AND COUNCIL RESOLUTION 

THAT Council, in accordance with it’s Street Tree Policy, obtain an expert’s 
report and conduct public consultation in relation to the removal and 
replacement of either one or both of the fig trees fronting 37, 39 and 41 
Congdon Street, and report back to Council. 
 
THE AMENDED SUBSTANTIVE MOTION WAS PUT 

Equality 4/4 
Mayor casting vote for the motion 

Carried 5/4 




























































































































