The following is from Dr Greg Moore, recent speaker at the Basin Tree Forum.

Dr Moore has been a member of the National Trust of Victoria’s Register of Significant Trees since 1988 and has chaired the committee since 1996. He has been on the Board of Greening Australia (Victoria) since 1989 and has been an active member of various sub-committees. He has chaired Treenet since 2005 and has been on the Board of SGA since 2002. He is a ministerial nomination as a Trustee for the Trust for Nature. He has also served on a number of industry and TAFE sector committees, especially those that deal with curriculum and accreditation matters. 
He is currently supervising six post-graduate students and continues to pursue an active research profile in any matters that relate to trees in the urban environment and revegetation.

Mature trees are significant assets to our environment and our society regardless of where they occur or whether they are native or exotic. A great deal of effort has gone into establishing, managing, conserving and preserving them. Considerable human labour and time has been expended on the trees as well as energy in the form of fossil fuel that has underpinned their maintenance. Significant quantities of water have been allocated to their growth and development. They are community assets in every sense. Society has invested resources in their establishment and management, and they have matured as assets and are providing many and diverse benefits to society in return (Moore, 1997). 
While costs, damage and nuisance values attributed to trees are widely known, the benefits they provide are often subtle and under-appreciated. A monetary value should be assigned to trees as this raises the status of the tree to that of an asset, and allows for the proper recognition of trees in the decision making processes by those who may fail to recognize the inherent value of trees. 
It is worth noting that with the Urban Heat Island (UHI) effect, heat waves and climate change the environmental and ecological services provided by urban vegetation have a profound effect on human health, life styles and the State’s medical system. For the elderly and those with certain medical conditions the presence of open space especially that dominated with a good tree cover can be a matter of life and death, as the data on excess deaths in heat waves presented later in this document supports. 

Thus any amendment which preserves and protects urban trees, particularly larger and older specimens, such as the City of Melbourne Planning Scheme Amendment C212, must be supported. Support is the stronger for the valuable role that urban trees will play

It is inevitable in the State of Victoria, where there is no government agency or official tasked with the protection of trees in urban sites that the National Trust of Australia (Victoria) and the Committee of the Register of Significant are called upon to protect trees more generally (Moore and Hughes 2014). While the chair and members of the committee have no formal advocacy role in such matters, they are active in trying to protect other trees that may be locally significant or which have the potential to become significant trees with the passing of time. 
As chair of the Committee of the Register of Significant Trees, I have on several occasions over the past decade written to the Mayor and Chief Executive Officer of every local government in the State of Victoria advising them of the significant trees growing within their jurisdictions. In these letters, a request has been made that significant trees should be protected under the planning instruments that are available to local government – in the State of Victoria these are by planning overlays. Such overlays provide a significant level of protection for listed trees under the State’s legal system and so it is very pleasing to be able to support the City of Melbourne Planning Scheme Amendment C212. 
However, an all too familiar scenario unfolds when a significant tree is threatened with removal for urban development or is poorly managed during such development and the local community objects. If the tree is not protected by inclusion under a planning overlay or other relevant city ordinance, there is little that can be done to save or protect the tree, even if local government is supportive of such action. In short, the planning overlay is a first step in legal protection and without it other and higher legal redress is unavailable. The City of Melbourne Planning Scheme Amendment C212 is a proactive amendment that should see the preservation and retention of the specimens that make up the urban forest of Melbourne. 
It is also worth remembering that the tree cover of Melbourne is by no means as dense as many Melbournians might think, or perhaps wish. London has as cover that sees it classified as a forest and the cover of both Brisbane and Adelaide are greater than Melbourne’s. Over the whole of the city, 19 Local Government Areas (LGA) have a tree cover of less that 20% (mostly in the west and inner parts of Melbourne) so there is a great need to protect what cover we have in LGAs and to provide more cover in the LGAs that are currently deficient. This should be one of the outcomes of the City of Melbourne Planning Scheme Amendment C212.
