Tree policies within the Education Department of WA  /   Leisha Jack

I am appealing  to everyone, to please use any influence possible to help us with modernising Tree Policies for the Education Department.  These policies are currently under review.  They were last reviewed in 1990. The person in charge of reviewing the Tree Policies is Darryl Todd, he  has never heard of treatments for trees and should be advised by professionals before making final decisions on tree health and management. EDT’s current methods of managing the trees on their properties are no less than draconian.  EDT are custodians of thousands of trees in our Urban Forest, there is a duty of care here, to get these policies updated appropriately.  I would also like to raise the issue, that there are discrepancies in the way the EDT manages its trees and bushland and the great environmental material that is being taught to our children.  As you would be aware, Shires all employ university qualified Environmentalists.  Perhaps it is time that DET did the same?  Creating more jobs for Environmental Graduates would be a positive move for this area of study and the environment.  

I am proposing that EDT consider the following changes:-
         EDT raise the qualification standards of their consulting Aborists, to experts with university qualifications in Tree biology/pathology etc..
         Commence the modern and accepted practise of treating trees 
(to maximise retention and save tax payers money)
         Principals should seek approval from EDT before removing trees 
         That requests by Principals to remove trees follow set procedures
         EDT recognise and put in place strategies to deal with the massive and worsening issue of Dieback now rampant through the suburbs
         That EDT recognise the Carbon Credit issues involved for custodians of such large areas of land
         The EDT obtain advice from Phd experts (see “Abor Carbon” attached, for example) in the policy reviewing process of future Tree Policies.

Lifting EDT tree policy standards, will save thousands of trees and save tax payers substantial amounts of money. Please see attachments for more detailed information, in particular “Aboricultural Consultant Standards in WA”.  The only consulting company I can point you to with confidence so far,  is “Abor Carbon”.  Arbor Carbon has been recently been formed by scientists at Murdock University, in response to their concern for the current lack of expertise in this area.  I believe their rates are very similar to less qualified consultants currently being used. Please don’t hesitate to call me for more information.  I am currently gathering further relevant scientific studies to confirm my recommendations.   
Kind Regards
Leisha Jack
Karrinyup (Perth) W.A.
Friends of Sandover Reserve 
Committee Member - Karrinyup Primary School P&C Association
Ph 0448 534742
Ph (08) 9447 9069
ABORICULTURAL CONSULTANT  STANDARDS  IN  W.A.    /       19/06/09

The terms " Arboricultural Consultant, Tree Surgeon, Tree Doctor, Arborist, etc.",  are very misleading here in Western Australia.  In other countries,  I should imagine, there are laws governing these titles, as there are with human Doctors and Veterinarians for example.  Few people realise, that if one left school at 15, and then with 3 years proven work experience welding a chainsaw for a lopping company, you can do an online mini course (unaccredited by any formal learning institution) and receive certification from an international Aborist Association, (see  International Society of Aborculture ).   

I must point out, that there are certainly a handful of highly skilled and environmentally focused people, that use the title Aborist or Arboriculturalist here in Perth. Some of these people are highly respected by environmental scientists and do have good qualifications.  Very few have university degrees in Plant Pathology or Biology. Sifting through the 2009 Yellow Pages for example, you will see a large number of companies claiming to be experts and qualified to diagnose on tree health.  You can find them under Arboriculturalists (pg 104) , Tree Surgery (pg 2824) and Tree Felling and Stump Grinding (pg 2814), some of these ads are very misleading.  Standards should be in place to properly define these titles and separate the true experts.  Many of the “Aborcultural Consultants”, operating in W.A., that profess to be experts on tree health, in some cases, only have outdated college certificates.  Many Tree lopping companies have no certificates at all, yet write reports.  Some have been around for years and have many very big clients, creating an illusion of high credentials.  The fact that they have maintained these positions, is due to a lack of knowledge, on the part of the consumers of their services.  Investigation needs to be done into the their college certificates, the actual units that were covered and checked to see if they have maintained adequate ongoing career development to keep  up with Science.  Some have been issued certificates or accreditation before some diseases where even heard of or before treatments were known.  Many have never performed a nutrient injection on a tree and in some cases, actively tell clients that treatments are a waste of time (which is completely untrue).  Well meaning members of the public and organizations are calling in these “experts”, to get genuine advice, on saving their trees. Treatments are rarely offered, yet they are nearly always a fraction of the cost of removing trees.  Alarm bells must ring if the “expert” arrives in a big truck pulling a massive mulching outfit.  

Dieback (Phytophthora) is a huge issue today (see attached Dieback Articles from the West Australian).  It is rampant through most urban areas now, is experts need to be put in place to deal with this devastating threat.  Untreated dead and dying trees can be seen right through the suburbs, on school grounds, along highways and in parks and reserves.  Dieback is the single biggest threat to our environment and biodiversity. It is bigger than salinity, drought, rabbits, foxes and cane toads all put together. 30% or our remaining National Parks have been decimated already.  Dieback affects over 40% of all native plant species in the south-west of Western Australia and many introduced exotic plant species. Most “Arborists” are not in the business of treating trees, in most cases they don’t know how.  They are not qualified to diagnose on disease in trees.  Due to the significant number of trees under the custodianship of EDT, it is important that these issues be noted and that proper care is taken to appoint adequately qualified consultants capable of dealing with Dieback and all other tree diseases, which are spreading quickly and seriously threaten our urban green spaces. 

Aborciulture courses vary in the amount of tree biology and diseases covered.  In some cases the certificate only covers a couple of very basic units in these areas.  This  depends on the country and institution they were conducted.  They tend to be at the TAFE or college level.  This is because, it is such hands on physical work.   It is mainly about climbing skills & equipment, chainsaws, cherry pickers, stump grinding and mulching machine operating, work and safety procedures etc..  Nearly every single reference on the internet to Arborists, shows pictures of men with climbing equipment up in trees holding chainsaws.   If you were to go through the units in the courses conducted by many consultants, you would find they related to these types of skills.  

These people have a valid role and can be highly skilled. In many cases trees are dead and need to be removed and branches may need pruning .  But in just as many other cases, there are treatments to save them and prevent branches from becoming weak and dying.  Especially in cases involving trees of significance, like 200 year old Tuart Trees, loppers should be acting on the prescribed advice from properly qualified Tree Expert, with related university degrees, as a builder works to an Architects plans or a Plaster Technician in a hospital works to the doctors directions. It should be mentioned here, that Doctors in Tree and Plant Pathology/Biology do not charge the same rates as human Doctors.  They 

can save trees and very large sums of money for their clients.  

It is also important to note,  that, as in every other field, there are people that work with careful and thoughtful precision and others who are “butchers” or “cowboys”.  There needs to be a body overseeing standards within the lopping industry as well.  Hacking off limbs indiscriminately can kill trees eventually too.  Tree loppers are self regulating at the moment. 

Policy Suggestions 

            

· That school Principles seek approval to remove trees on school grounds from the Education Department before ordering removal.

· That Principals follow certain procedures when applying to remove trees Education Department land.  I.e. Including the reason for the removal, Aborcultural Report, proposed lopping company with quotes etc., evidence of school community notification, all to be sent in to the Department for approval. 

· The Education Department put in place policies to ensure School Principals only get advice from Education Department approved Tree Health Experts for diagnosing and Aborcultural Reports, and that Lopping work only be carried out by approved Lopping Companies.  Tree Consultants should have related university degrees.

· Second opinions be sort on recent Aborcultural Reports (if not made by Scientifically qualified professionals).  Some reports have been obtained to remove trees for BER funding projects. , 200 year old Tuarts have been condemned by a disputable Aborist.  See Poynter Primary School in Duncraig for example. This tree definitely needs a second opinion. According to this week’s Stirling Times, Deanmore Primary is about to get an Aborcultural report on their trees.

· That the Education Department use qualified Phd qualified experts to advise on new policy development regarding Trees and Bushland.




