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1. The

Blackburn & District Tree Preservation Society Inc.

The Blackburn & District Tree Preservation Society (‘B&DTPS’ or ‘tree society’) consists of one hundred
members with an Executive Committee of six and a Friends group of over one hundred individuals and likeminded community groups.
The tree society was formed sixty years ago after Blackburn residents, in what is now the City of Whitehorse
in eastern metropolitan Melbourne, became concerned at the loss of the natural amenity of the newly
developed area in which they had chosen to live.
New residents chose to live in Blackburn because of its well-vegetated ‘bushy’ landscape complete with
generous amounts of open space and were prepared to fight to preserve it. This community resolve also
helped Council to create over a dozen bushland parks within Whitehorse that remain as ‘jewels in the crown’
for parkland in Whitehorse today.
The tree society has maintained the philosophy of preserving and enhancing the local landscape since 1959.
It continues to encourage sensitive development with the protection of the environment paramount. It became
the voice of many, offering expert advice and information, including to council, to retain the treed aspect as
well as to protect the remaining flora and fauna in a suburban environment.
Tree Society Profile
The tree society concerns itself with issues involving the natural landscape within the City of Whitehorse and
also regional, state-wide and national environmental concerns.
Local issues of interest to the society include:
• Protection and enhancement of the city’s natural landscape
• The management of municipal parks and open spaces.
• Planning in relation to preserving vegetation and limiting over-development
• The built landscape and streetscape character
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Inquiry into Environmental Infrastructure for a growing population in
Melbourne and across regional centres
Thank you, on behalf of the committee, members and friends of the Blackburn and District Tree
Preservation Society Inc.(‘BDTPS’ or the ‘tree society’) for the opportunity to make a submission to
the Inquiry into Environmental Infrastructure for Growing Populations under the auspices of the
Victorian Legislative Assembly Environment and Planning Committee.

Terms of Reference
On 1 May 2019, the Legislative Assembly agreed to conduct an inquiry into the current and future
arrangements to secure environmental infrastructure, particularly parks and open space, for a
growing population in Melbourne and across regional centres.
Public submissions were called for by the Environment and Planning Committee (‘LAEPC’) by end28 September 2020 with the committee to consider them and report to the Legislative assembly no
later than 31 December 2020 (later extended to 30 June 2021).
According to the LAEPC, environmental infrastructure includes parks and open space, sporting
fields, forest and bushland, wildlife corridors and waterways.
The LAEPC provides two important factors that will define the quality and quantity of environmental
infrastructure into the future:
1. Rapid population growth, particularly in metropolitan Melbourne in recent years, poses
challenges to the preservation of existing environmental infrastructure and
2. More recently the restrictions to freedom caused by the COVID-19 pandemic has highlighted the
importance of access to local parks, open space and other forms of environmental
infrastructure, particularly in metropolitan Melbourne.
The tree society submission will examine environmental infrastructure issues from a strategic and
local point-of-view with due consideration given to population growth and the effects of Covid-19 on
society into the future.

Strategic Issues (Metropolitan Melbourne and Regional Victorian Cities)
The primary focus of this Inquiry should be on government and public authority land within
metropolitan Melbourne and regional Victorian cities. However, ‘ancillary’ open spaces (e.g. school
grounds, golf clubs, car parks) and privately owned space must be considered equally in any
deliberations and decisions regarding public access to open spaces. Particular emphasis must be
focussed on properties that border and buffer land/parks owned and managed by government
(Federal, State or Local) and public authority land (e.g. Melbourne Water, VicRoads and Parks
Victoria) and those land parcels that provide linkages between existing government-owned and
public authority land.
The importance of developing linkages (filling gaps and improving natural amenity) throughout
metropolitan Melbourne for pedestrians, cyclists and fauna cannot be over-stated. In addition, the
relationships between adjoining councils in terms of joint/shared use of waterways, water resources,
open space linkages, fauna corridors and green links, transport links and other services provided by
councils (e.g. the potential for sharing infrastructure) could form an important component of the
outcomes of the inquiry.
State and local government authorities must identify and purchase poorly utilized land and strategic
parcels of land and convert it to public parkland to be managed in accordance with accepted best
environmental practice.
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Higher priority needs to be given to alternative forms of transport throughout metropolitan
Melbourne e.g. walking, cycling and public transport and safe, effective alternative transport links
need to be developed through the city that will provide easy access to work, shops, other services
and public transport.
Consideration needs to be given as to how we can meet the needs of older residents, people with
disabilities and young peoples (children and teenagers). An access and inclusion policy for these
residents is of paramount importance for consideration in the findings of this Inquiry.
Councils need to consider selling off under-utilized assets e.g. many existing ‘pocket’ parks
currently underperform as recreational resources. The funds thus obtained to be placed in Councils’
Public Open Space Reserve Funds to facilitate the purchase of strategic larger land parcels for
parkland and biolinks.
Retained ‘pocket’ parks need also to be developed so they can attract locals as preferred sites for
non-structured recreation within walking distance of their homes.
Councils must be nimble enough to set up temporary ‘pop-up’ parks where a lack of open space
can be demonstrated. These parks can then be monitored for their effectiveness with a view to the
parks becoming permanent open space assets for residents.
There are large tracts of land within metropolitan Melbourne and regional cities that currently
exclude the public and must be made available for recreational use as a high priority.

Examples include:
•

Private and Public Golf Courses - There are over 80 golf clubs within metropolitan
Melbourne, Mornington Peninsula and Bellarine Peninsula.
The number of golf clubs in regional cities include 11 in Bendigo, 16 in the Wangaratta-Murray
region, 10 in Ballarat and 5 in Mildura.
Golf clubs vary in area from 30 to 60 hectares and many are located on strategic parcels of land
including along waterways and in residential areas of metropolitan Melbourne.
They are essentially single-use land areas from which members of the public are excluded,
unless, of course, they are playing golf. Thus, non-structured recreational pursuits by the
general public on golf course land are largely prohibited. This needs to change to at least a
shared use function for these important open spaces (e.g. open up the courses for nonstructured recreational activities outside normal ‘golfing hours’).
The location of many golf courses frustrate opportunities for developing linkages throughout our
cities that would facilitate active transport, habitat and biolink networks.
A 2017 Discussion Paper ‘Planning for Golf in Victoria’ by the State of Victoria Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) painted a grim picture for the future of many
golf clubs in Victoria. Golf faces five key challenges – participation (dwindling), membership
(dwindling), supply and demand (there is a glut of golf courses), land use (single-use, large
areas of land, public exclusion, valuable natural asset foregone etc.) and governance.
A follow-up paper by DELWP titled ‘Guidelines for Golf Course Redevelopment’ (2020)
describes the process for planning authorities to follow when preparing an amendment to a
planning scheme or application for the redevelopment of a golf course. The steps include:
1. Consider whether the land should be redeveloped
2. Identify the strategic direction for the site
3. Determine what assessments and approvals are required
4. Document site values, constraints and opportunities
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5. Engage the community
6. Develop a land use concept that delivers net community benefit
7. Deliver a quality outcome.
The tree society advocates that the State Government and Local Government Authorities fasttrack the application of these guidelines as a priority to secure poorly utilised golf club land for
conversion into public open space, or at least to open up the courses for other recreational
uses.
This must be a high priority task due to the stresses being placed on existing parklands and
open space due to Melbourne’s population explosion and the current restrictions on freedom
due to the Covid-19 pandemic.
Our public open spaces have been hugely popular with Melbourne residents during the Covid19 lockdown and, in some instances, the parks are being ‘loved to death’!
The tree society is opposed to ex-golf course land be used for developments other than as
parkland and open space.
•

Melbourne Water (MW) Assets – In terms of open access to safe, useable open space,
Melbourne Water manages a large network of waterways and substantial parcels of land as
retarding basins. The retarding basins are designed to retain water temporarily during and after
acute storm events to prevent or minimize flooding downstream. Of particular interest are those
retarding basins from which the public is currently excluded.
The tree society contends that Melbourne Water must be directed to evaluate their assets and,
where practicable and safe, develop them as public, open-access parks to help alleviate the
ever-diminishing amount of open space within metropolitan Melbourne.
The tree society has developed, based on MW guidelines for potential community uses (refer
MW website), a list of current MW assets in the state electorates of Box Hill and Forest Hill.
These retarding basins or links are either closed off to the public or access to them is severely
restricted. However, in the tree society’s view, they are suitable for opening up for development
as community parks.
The sites include the Pipeline easement (Balwyn), Elmhurst Retarding Basin (Blackburn),
Gardiners Creek link (from Springvale Road to Blackburn Lake (Nunawading), the linear creek
link (Forest Hill), Glen Valley Retarding Basin (Forest Hill), MWC Reserve (Forest Hill) and Eley
Road Retarding Basin (Blackburn South).
It is also important to note that substantial MW assets will be temporarily or permanently
compromised due to the proposed widening of the Eastern Freeway along the Koonung Creek
Valley as part of the North East Link project. Permanent losses will include 1.6 kilometres of the
Koonung Creek being undergrounded, loss of linear parkland along the Koonung Valley north
and south of the existing freeway and a conservative estimate of 7,000 trees marked for removal
with another 7,000 trees ‘potentially impacted’ by freeway widening works. The tree society is
opposed to the construction of the North East Link and calls on the State Government to scrap
this project in favour of transport solutions that favour public and active transport.
Furthermore, the society contends that the State Government must legislate to prohibit future
annexation of crucial waterways, especially in the Melbourne metropolitan area, which
historically has resulted in the destruction of the waterways’ natural values. Freeways have
proven to be disastrous for adjacent communities (and their health), the environment, biolinks
and alternative transport modalities and serve only to increase traffic volumes and gridlock.
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Our Shrinking Open Space in Metropolitan Melbourne
1. Victorian Environmental Assessment Council (VEAC) audit of public land and
open space in Metropolitan Melbourne (2010)
The findings of a state government commissioned VEAC audit of public land and open space in
metropolitan Melbourne were published in late 2010.
The ranking of the thirteen ‘middle’ municipalities (from a total of twenty-nine municipalities in the
study) is shown in the Table (see below) in terms of open space in hectares (or HA) per 1,000
people from the then most recent data published in 2006.
The median for the 13 ‘middle’ municipalities was 5.4 HA/1,000 people (and 5.8 HA/1,000 people
for all 29 municipalities within the Melbourne metropolitan urban growth boundary).
The 2009 VEAC audit extrapolations for 2016 and 2026 were disturbing with all but one of the
thirteen ‘middle’ municipalities predicted to suffer decreases in open space per capita.
By way of example the City of Whitehorse (with which the tree society is most intimately associated)
had 4.3 HA of open space per thousand people in 2006 with a forecast of 4.0 HA/1,000 people in
2016 and 3.8 HA/1,000 people in 2026. VEAC’s predictions were based on an anticipated increase
in population (which has since proven to be true beyond expectations) combined with decreasing
opportunities to create more public open space and rising land prices (also beyond
forecasts).Whitehorse compares unfavourably with other ‘like’ metropolitan councils in terms of the
amount of open space per resident (i.e. 9th out of 13 ‘like’ middle municipalities).

‘Public Open Space per Capita’ Council Table
Municipality

Public Open Space (HA) Per Thousand People
2006: VEAC
Report
(Actual)

2016 – VEAC
Report
(Prediction)

2026 – VEAC
Report
(Prediction)

2017 – VPA Open
Space Network
(Actual)
(Refer next section
on the VPA Report)
10.7
9.3
7.1
4.3
5.3
4.4

1. Hobsons Bay
10.6
9.9
9.2
2. Manningham
9.5
9.0
9.1
3. Banyule
7.6
7.2
6.9
4. Darebin
5.8
5.4
5.1
5. Kingston
5.2
4.8
5.2
6. Moonee
4.9
4.6
4.4
Valley
7. Bayside
4.8
4.6
4.3
8. Monash
4.6
4.3
4.0
9. Whitehorse
4.3
4.0
3.8
10. Maribyrnong
4.0
3.6
3.2
11. Boroondara
3.6
3.3
3.2
12. Moreland
3.5
3.2
2.9
13. Glen Eira
1.4
1.3
1.3
The VEAC Melbourne Metropolitan Investigation can be accessed via
http://www.veac.vic.gov.au/investigation/metropolitan-melbourne-investigation

3.2
3.8
3.7
4.2
3.6
3.2
1.2
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2. Metropolitan Open Space Network: Provision & Distribution – Victorian

Planning Authority (2017)
Table 8 on page 13 of the publication provides figures on public open space per capita.
The figures for the thirteen ‘middle’ municipalities are reproduced as an extra column on the right
hand side in the Table on the previous page of this submission.
From the figures reproduced in the Table the following conclusions can be made:
• Nine of the thirteen councils show a decrease in open space per capita from 2006 to 2017, the
exceptions being Hobsons Bay, Kingston, Maribyrnong and Boroondara (the last council
showing no change);
• Six of the councils have equal or lower open space per capita figures for 2017 than were
predicted for 2026 by the VEAC audit. These councils are Darebin, Moonee Valley (Actual
2017=Prediction 2026), Bayside, Monash, Whitehorse and Glen Eira
• A number of councils show a marked decrease in open space per capita from the VEAC 2006
figures to the 2017 VPA figures. Councils include:
o Bayside (4.8 to 3.2 HA per 1000 people = 33% decrease)
o Darebin (5.8 to 4.3 HA per 1000 people = 26% decrease)
o Monash (4on page .6 to 3.8 HA per 1000 people = 17% decrease) and
o Whitehorse (4.3 to 3.8 HA per 1000 people = 12% decrease)
In addition, Table 11 on page 15 of the VPA publication shows the proportion of the population
within 400m walking distance of public open space (POS) for each council in percentages. The
percentages for the thirteen ‘middle’ councils are reproduced below from highest to lowest:
Municipality
Manningham
Hobsons Bay
Kingston
Whitehorse
Banyule
Moreland
Maribyrnong
Monash
Darebin
Moonee Valley
Boroondara
Bayside
Glen Eira

Proportion of Population within 400m of POS
84.2%
83.2%
82.8%
82.3%
81.5%
81.0%
78.3%
78.1%
76.8%
76.7%
74.9%
68.4%
58.6%

The proportion of population within 400m of POS figures for Glen Eira and Bayside are disturbing
and need to be addressed urgently.
Melbourne’s accelerated population growth over the past decade combined with the expansion in
medium- and high-density residential development has led to a decrease in available public open
space for Melbourne residents.
The provision of additional open space needs to be mandated when medium- and high-density
residential and commercial developments are planned and built. For example, the recent dramatic
growth of high-rise development projects in the Box Hill Metropolitan Activity Centre (MAC) has not
been matched with any increase in public open space for residents and workers, hence the POS
per capita has inevitably decreased.
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The Whitehorse Open Space Strategy in 2007 highlighted the suburbs of Box Hill, Mont Albert and
Box Hill North as lacking in POS per capita – and that was thirteen years ago!
It has been predicted that the Box Hill MAC (which is the central part of Box Hill and not the entire
suburb) will have a population of 20,000-22,000 in 3-4 years-time which is:
• Double the population forecast by Whitehorse Council in 2007 and
• Close to the population forecast of 22,850 residents for the year 2036!
The State Government must enact legislation to protect (from development) and/or purchase
strategic parcels of land for parks and open spaces to help reverse the diminishing amount of POS
per capita. Melbourne’s increasing population and tendency towards higher density living makes
adequate areas of easily accessible open space of paramount importance.
Public authorities and state government departments must audit their land assets and release land
for use by the public for passive recreational pursuits.
Similarly, LGAs must be forced to administer their Public Open Space Reserve and Development
Funds more effectively (and urgently) to purchase additional land for public open space to help cope
with the further population increase, urban housing consolidation and possible permanent
restrictions on freedom into the future due to the Covid-19 pandemic, particularly if an effective
vaccine cannot be developed.
Objectives for all metropolitan councils must be:
• Reversing the current losses of public open space per capita in the next five years and
• Implementing a net gain growth in public open space per capita with positive results by 2030.

The Tree Canopy is in Sharp Decline in Melbourne & Whitehorse
Tree canopy cover is an excellent indicator of the extent of open space in a given locality.
A decrease in tree canopy cover in metropolitan Melbourne is likely due to a number of factors
including:
• Losses in privately-owned open space due to higher density residential development
• Consolidation of residential lot sizes with infill development in existing suburbs
• Losses of publicly-owned open space e.g. with major infrastructure projects like the North East
link and level crossing removals.
Melbourne has lost almost 2,000 hectares of tree cover from 2014 to 2018 according to an RMIT
research study, Urban Vegetation Cover Change 2014-2018 (July 2019), authored by Associate
Professor Joe Hurley et al from RMIT’s Centre for Urban Research.
The research paper can be sourced at:
https://cur.org.au/cms/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/urban-vegetation-cover-change.pdf
An article in The Age newspaper (29/07/2019) headed ‘Green alert as city sheds leafy suburbs’ by
Adam Carey discusses the research paper and highlights tree canopy losses in the eastern suburbs
of Melbourne including Manningham (2.5% loss), Boroondara (1.3% loss), Whitehorse (2.3%) and
Maroondah (3.2% loss). To the north, Banyule and Nillumbik have each lost 1%.
In summary the Hurley report demonstrates that the eastern suburbs have experienced the greatest
tree canopy loss with Whitehorse, Manningham and Maroondah filling 26th, 27th and 29th places as
the worst-performing of 30 metropolitan municipalities in the study.
It is estimated that Whitehorse currently has around 20% tree canopy cover and is losing around
0.6% each year. With these losses, Whitehorse Council’s stated objective (via its Whitehorse Urban
Forest Strategy ) to achieve 30% tree canopy cover by 2030 becomes problematic at best
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The State Government and LGAs must endorse and implement a tree canopy density and
vegetation mapping strategy to measure the city’s existing tree canopy and vegetation
density/locations as a baseline with ongoing monitoring to determine any variations from baseline
figures. This can then become an integral key performance indicator to assess the effectiveness of
vegetation controls within state and local planning schemes. The objective is to demonstrate a net
gain in tree canopy and vegetation density over time.
Other initiatives to reverse tree canopy losses in metropolitan Melbourne:
• Tree and vegetation controls must be extended throughout LGAs across Victoria to help
facilitate further protection of trees and vegetation in the state.
• Streetscapes must be utilized more for tree and vegetation planting to offset vegetation losses in
medium- and high-density housing zones.
• Streets designated as ‘Biolinks’ should be landscaped accordingly e.g. two street trees per
property frontage (nature-strip) and guidelines on lawn alternatives for nature-strips.
• Significant Tree Registers must be mandated for all LGA for land in public and private ownership
and administered effectively.

Environmental Infrastructure Issues – Victoria-wide
This Inquiry on Environmental Infrastructure for Growing Populations should not preclude
consideration, actions and outcomes that encompass privately owned land.
Of particular interest would be properties that border and buffer Crown and public authority land (i.e.
bordering state and national parks, regional and district parks, conservation reserves, disused
railway corridors, old stock routes, reservoirs and associated parkland managed by water
authorities etc.) and those tracts of land that have the potential to provide linkages between Crown
and public authority land.
The importance of developing linkages that provide habitat corridors between large parks (state and
national) and creating parks in localities containing important remnant bushland and forest cannot
be over-stated.
In addition, the relationships between adjoining local government authorities in terms of joint/shared
use of waterways, water resources, open space and linkages, fauna corridors and green links could
form an important component of the outcomes of this Inquiry.
Biodiversity is fundamental to the future sustainability of the world’s natural resources. The Earth’s
ecosystems are under threat due to human activities including climate change, loss of habitat due to
development, introduction of exotic competitive species and the degradation of existing habitat.
Our collective backyard, Victoria, is rapidly becoming an ecological basket case and if we allow this
to continue, we are as doomed as the many flora and fauna species that we have condemned to
extinction by poor management of the natural environment.
The Inquiry report must emphasize the negative effect that the continued, incremental loss of native
vegetation has on biodiversity, the climate emergency, the carbon cycle and carbon emissions. The
importance of vegetation (and by inference a critical land mass unencumbered by human activity)
for carbon storage needs to be promoted via public education campaigns underpinned by
government regulation and financial incentives.
To achieve major changes much stronger government leadership is required that has a resolute,
long-term commitment to plans and programs that are fully resourced. More public funding is
required to reverse the state’s ecological and biodiversity crisis and a major boost in government
funding is a crucial pre-requisite for the habitat restoration and protection of Victoria’s National and
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State parks, Crown and public authority land and biolinkages between large open spaces via
protection and enhancement of waterways, roadsides and railway verges.
The Inquiry must make recommendations reflecting the need for a strong commitment and sound
actionable strategies to reconnect habitats across the state through large wildlife corridors including
the restoration of habitat and provision of scientifically based environmental flows for rivers.
The government and private sector must foster sound scientific programs with a systematic, longterm biodiversity monitoring framework, including the evaluation of key performance indicators and
a transparent reporting mechanism such that all Victorians are fully informed on the outcomes of all
programs dedicated to improving Victoria’s parks, open spaces, environmental infrastructure and
biodiversity.
Tree and vegetation controls must be extended throughout Victoria to help facilitate further
protection of trees and vegetation in the state.
There are substantial efforts currently being made to address the environmental issues that Victoria
faces but they are all too few! Two such projects are:

1.

Habitat 141

Habitat 141 is a bold landscape initiative that is addressing the complex challenges facing Victoria’s
natural landscape including climate change, loss of biodiversity, salinity, reduced water quality and
weeds. This initiative, over 500 km in length, aims to restore and reconnect the distinct landscapes
that straddle the South Australian and Victorian borders. This region is a biodiversity hotspot and is
made up of a diverse range of ecosystems and important landscapes including The Grampians,
Wyperfeld National Park, the Little Desert, the Coorong and The Murray River. Sponsored by
Greening Australia, the project aims to reconnect the heathlands and mallee bushland of MurraySunset, Big Desert, Wyperfeld and Little Desert National Parks down through to the red gum
country and threatened Buloke grassy woodlands, through to limestone rich coastal plains.

2.

Project Hindmarsh

This successful landscape restoration project links the Big and Little Deserts in western Victoria by
planting 100 kms of indigenous vegetation along roadside stock routes. Established by the
Hindmarsh Landcare Network in 1997 the project has brought the local community together and
also forged strong links with city people. This area of Victoria has suffered devastating land clearing
practices, wiping out 97% of the indigenous vegetation between the Big and Little Deserts. A few
small, isolated patches of native habitat remain as a consequence with devastating impacts to
native fauna including the Bush-Stone Curlew and Malleefowl.

Case Study: The North East Link – Destruction of Environmental Infrastructure and
Public Amenity
In conclusion, if the State Government was serious about preserving and enhancing our
environmental infrastructure (including parks and open space, sporting fields, forest and bushland,
wildlife corridors and waterways), particularly within metropolitan Melbourne, then it would be
advocating that the North East Link (NEL) project be disbanded as too destructive of the city’s
environmental infrastructure. The NEL project is also too expensive (and likely to blow-out in costs),
archaic and not fit for purpose in post-Covid Melbourne.
Instead, cheaper, more efficient, healthier and less environmentally degrading alternatives need to
be supported encompassing public and active transport modalities.
The NEL project directly impacts the northern border of the City of Whitehorse. The planned
doubling of traffic lanes for the Eastern Freeway will cause severe disruption during the construction
phase and traffic gridlock within the city once completed.
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The associated destruction of what remains of the Koonung Valley as part of the NEL works will
result in the further degradation of our ‘parks and open space, sporting fields, forest and bushland,
wildlife corridors and waterways’.
By way of summary, the following information has been obtained from the NEL-authored
Environmental Effects Statement or EES (2019):
• 52 hectares of irreplaceable remnant bushland destroyed including 300+ indigenous trees and
tens of thousands of indigenous shrubs, native grasses and ground-storey plants
• Hundreds of large, mature trees will die due to lack of water supply to their roots
• 15,800 planted trees removed to construct North East Link (Table 4, page 56 NEL EES
Summary Report)
• Another 10,100 trees will ’potentially’ be affected, as summarised in Table 5, page 56 of the NEL
EES Summary Report)
• Most trees along the Eastern Freeway, destined for removal, are young, healthy mature trees
planted in the late 1990s-early 2000s that will thrive for a further 75-100+ years minimum
contributing positively to the tree canopy and natural landscape in the eastern suburbs
• There won’t be sufficient unencumbered open space to plant the replacement trees (and
associated shrubs and ground-storey plants) within walking distance of the freeway reserve,
where they are most needed
• The permanent acquisition of 182,300 square metres of parklands and recreational areas across
the municipalities of Banyule, Manningham, Boroondara, Yarra and Whitehorse will have a
major negative impact on the amount of open space in the region
• There will be full or partial temporary occupation of a number of reserves and recreational
facilities during the construction period of up to 7 years
• Twenty or more large construction compounds will take up 20+ hectares of public open space
• Three kilometres of the Koonung Creek and Banyule Creek will be ‘undergrounded’ into
stormwater drains (Banyule Creek, 1.4 km and Koonung Creek,1.6 km) – see page 52 of the
EES Summary Report.
Thank you

David Berry,
Blackburn & District Tree Preservation Society Inc.
September 2020
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