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Conditions of approval: 

No.  Condition Condition timing 

1.  Scope of development approved 

Carry out the development as described in the application received on 14 
December 2020 from the applicant Theodore Brandi, Heritage Officer, 
Townsville City Council and the documents listed in ‘Approved documents’. In 
the case of a discrepancy between application documents and conditions, 
conditions take precedence. 

(Reason - To ensure development is carried out as approved) 

At all times. 

2.  Keep a copy of the approval on site 

A copy of this exemption certificate and a copy of any documents that describe 
the approved development must be retained at the State heritage place.  

(Reason – To facilitate the monitoring of development for compliance 
purposes) 

For the duration of the 
development. 

3.  Notify start of development 

Provide written notice of the start of development to Environmental Services 
and Regulation, Department of Environment and Science at 
palm@des.qld.gov.au. The notice must state: name of State heritage place, 
application number and condition number 3. 

(Reason – To facilitate the monitoring of development for compliance 
purposes) 

No later than 2 business 
days prior to the 
commencement of the 
development. 

4.  Photograph effect of development 

Submit photographs of the area where the development is undertaken, both 
before and after the development is completed to Environmental Services and 
Regulation, Department of Environment and Science at palm@des.qld.gov.au. 
The submission must state: name of State heritage place, application number 
and condition number 4. 

(Reason – To facilitate the monitoring of development for compliance purposes 
and to ensure change is adequately recorded) 

Within 10 business days 
of completion of the 
development. 

5.  Permit access to the State heritage place  

Permit access to the State heritage place by Department of Environment and 
Science officers if requested. 

(Reason – To facilitate the monitoring of development for compliance 
purposes) 

For the duration of the 
development. 

6.  Protect the State heritage place from damage  

Protect the existing features of the State heritage place from incidental damage 
and maintain protective measures to ensure the development does not result in 
damage to, or deterioration of, the State heritage place caused by weather, 
fire, vandalism, insects or other factors. 

(Reason - To ensure the cultural heritage values of the State heritage place 
are appropriately recognised and managed) 

For the duration of the 
development. 

7.  Report any damage to the State heritage place that occurs  

During development, should damage occur to any features of the State heritage 
place report such incidents immediately to Environmental Services and 
Regulation, Department of Environment and Science at palm@des.qld.gov.au .  

(Reason - To ensure the cultural heritage values of the State heritage place 
are appropriately recognised and managed) 

Immediately, should 
damage occur. 
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No.  Condition Condition timing 

8.  Tree Replacement Species 

The tree replacement species for tree numbers 5 and 6 must either match the 
existing species or be in accordance with the three species included on page 2 
of the Arboricultural Assessment and Report prepared by Skilled Trees Services 
on 23 October 2020. 

The replacement tree must be a semi-mature tree (3-4m high, 100 litre root 
stock) and planted in the same location as the existing trees. 

(Reason – To ensure the setting, visual amenity and qualities of the landscape 
features are retained) 

For the duration of the 
development. 

 
 
Approved documents: 

Document no.  Document title Date  

- Arboricultural Assessment and Report by Skilled Trees Services 27/03/2020- 

- Arboricultural Assessment and Report by Skilled Trees Services 23/10/2020- 

 
Take Notice:  This certificate does not exempt the applicant from the need to obtain such other approvals as may 
be required under other legislation. 
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Arboricultural Assessment Report 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

Skilled Trees Services has been commissioned by Department of Veterans’ Affairs for the Office of War Graves North 

Queensland to undertake an Arboricultural Report on 12 trees/areas located at the North Queensland Garden of Remembrance 

located within Anzac Park along the Strand. 

2. BRIEF 

Skilled Trees Services was commissioned to inspect the trees located at the above mentioned site to provide information to the 

Office of War Graves North Queensland on the health and register of the trees as well as an appropriate course of action to 

address any issues pertaining to the health of the trees and to be made aware of any associated risks to person or property  

The scope of work includes: 

• Assessment of tree characteristics, current health and defects 

• Evidence of any disease or defects 

• Assessment of relative risk to human safety or property 

• Recommendations on actions if required 

 

3. TREE SURVEY 

 

3.1 METHODOLOGY 

Skilled Trees Services follows industry best practice in the assessment of trees. The inspection method used was a Visual Tree 

Assessment (VTA) method (Mattheck and Breloer 1994) and applying a risk matrix that compares with Australian Standards 

while considering the tree characteristics, health and structural form. The Assessment was undertaken from the ground to 

determine tree health, structure and form, digital photographs were taken for photographic documentation. The report is not a 

guarantee, but a professional opinion of the current condition of the trees and the potential risk of harm posed by them and 

appropriate strategies. 

 

3.2 BACKGROUND 

A site inspection was conducted on 27th March 2020 at NQ Garden of Remembrance (Fig 1 – Site Map). The following report 

reflects on the tree inspection that took place on this day at around 12.30pm in the early afternoon, it was a sunny and fine day. 

The target site was noted to have significant trees within the site. This report covers the smaller area around the memorial walls. 

(Fig 2 – Target Site). Having trees on any site is an implied risk but also benefits the environment and are aesthetically pleasing. 

Risks will be addressed, and courses of action will be suggested. 
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3.3 SITE MAPS  

Fig 1. Site Map 
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Fig 2. Target Site – Townsville War Cemetery 
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5. FINDINGS 

Tree 1 is over 40 years old Terminalia catappa (Beach Almond) it has fair to good leaf coverage with minimal 

deadwood, but the trunk is showing signs of bad decay with cavities present. Live tissue measured only 500mm with 

possible white ant activity present it would be highly recommended to investigate this further by using a 

Resistograph to ascertain the extent of the Decay and density of the heartwood. (FIG 3 - 5) 

 

Tree 2 is also a 40+ year old Terminalia catappa (Beach Almond) that has similar findings to the above Tree 1 with 

Live Tissue at 1100mm and further investigation required to ascertain decay and density of the trunk. (FIG 6 – 7) 

 

Tree 3 is a Ficus Benghalensis (Banyan Fig) which would be 80+ years old it has significant aerial root damage and 

major deadwood in the top of the crown, while these can be signs of Ganoderma or Phellinus, no fruiting bodies 

where seen during the inspection which indicated that it may be Phellinus which is a root disease. Further testing 

could be helpful in establishing the correct diagnoses. Another condition that could have caused this damage may be 

associated with the raised level of soil/vegetation around the fig. (FIG 8 – 10) 

 

Tree 4 is Clausia rosea (Autograph Tree) it is multi-trunked with no signs of pest or disease but has a suppressed 

crown due to competing larger trees in the close vicinity, it has minimal deadwood that requires no attention at this 

stage. (FIG 11 - 12) 

 

Tree 5 is a Ficus benjamina (Weeping Fig) multi-trunked tree in good health, tree has very low scaffold branching and 

surface roots present that while are not intrusive or a major trip hazard at present time will become in the future. It 

is the Arborists opinion that certain lower scaffold branches be removed to acquire a major uplift to proactively 

encourage a good retention outcome in the future. Some roots could be ground and top dressed, but a qualified 

arborist would be required to establish the extent of grinding and to which roots. (FIG 13 - 16) 

 

Tree 6 is also a Ficus benjamina (Weeping Fig) in good health. It is suggested that this tree be removed for 3 major 

reasons, the first being the surrounding competing vegetation the second being the root system that is quite 

significant on this tree with the surrounding concrete memorials and thirdly the area with the surrounding 

vegetation would generally benefit. This would be done as a proactive measure for the long-term retention and 

health of the other significant tree species in close proximity and to protect the memorial.  

If this is not something that can be warranted it is suggested that the following would be a minimum to occur, 

removal of large scaffold branch that hangs very low over memorial to the south of the park and grinding of specific 

roots as per qualified arborist recommendations and top dressing around the memorial boarder. (FIG 17 - 19) 
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Tree 7 is a very young Calophyllum inophyllum (Mastwood) this particular specimen was not staked at the time of 

the inspection and Arborist cannot ascertain if it had previously, due to this absence of structural support the tree 

had grown on an angle that is not conducive to the trees stability in the future, it is suggested at this time to 

formative prune and to further inspect whether the tree can be progressively staked to encourage a better 

structure. (FIG 20) 

 

Tree 8 is Terminalia catappa (Beach Almond) it is a mature tree has no evidence of pest or disease, it is weight baring 

to one side that should be reduced to balance the crown and also requires to be pruned away from the path lighting 

for clearances and visibility for the foot traffic frequenting the area. (FIG 21) 

 

Tree 9 is a Pterocarpus indicus (Indian Rosewood) which has good leaf coverage all over the crown, minimal 

deadwood and an occlusion that is a testament to the health of this particular specimen, there are surface roots 

present that could pose a trip hazard, mowing hazard or future intrusion closer to the memorial that could be 

ground down and top dressed if favourable. (FIG 22) 

 

Trees 10 are Dillenia alata (Red Beech Tree) in a group of 4 they are in good health with no signs of pest or disease, 

slight uplift over paths that surround these trees would be appropriate as formative pruning.  (FIG 23) 

 

Tree 11 is Terminalia catappa (Beach Almond) it is growing on a lean but has somewhat corrected itself overtime, it 

has leaf loss with poor coverage and minimal deadwood but with no presence of pest or disease and a suitable 

amount of live tissue it is recommended that this tree just be monitored at this stage. (FIG 24) 

 

Trees 12 are a group of 3 x Cocos nucifera (Coconut Palms) while it was noted there are “spike marks” this is a type 

of climbing tool used to ascend the palm there was no evidence of white ants at the time of inspection. All 3 x palms 

where full of mature fruit that is at the stage of falling. (FIG 25) 
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6. RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Species Health Risk Recommended Action Risk 
Terminalia catappa 

Tree 1 

☒Poor 

☐Fair 

☐Good 

☐ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☒ > 15  

Resistograph recommended for further investigation ☐ < 5  

☒ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Terminalia catappa 
Tree 2 

☒Poor 

☐Fair 

☐Good 

☐ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☒ > 15 

Resistograph recommended for further investigation ☐ < 5  

☒ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Ficus benghalensis 
Tree 3 

 

☐Poor 

☒Fair 

☐Good 

☐ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☒ > 15 

Deadwooding, especially in higher canopy, grind exposed root in 
war memorial area, further testing for cause of root 
disease/damage. 

☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Clausia rosea 
Tree 4  

 

☐Poor 

☒Fair 

☐Good 

☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

No work required 
 

☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Ficus benjamina 
Tree 5 

☐Poor 

☐Fair 

☒Good 

☐ < 5  

☒ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Deadwooding, major uplift and grind roots as specified by 
arborist 

☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Ficus benjamina 
Tree 6 

 

☐Poor 

☐Fair 

☒Good 

☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Suggested removal for the benefit of surrounding trees but if 
not uplift and grind roots encroaching on memorial and top 
dress 

☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Calophyllum 
inophyllum 

Tree 7 
 

☐Poor 

☐Fair 

☒Good 

☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Formative pruning and possible staking ☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Terminalia catappa 
Tree 8 

 

☐Poor 

☒Fair 

☐Good 

☐ < 5  

☒ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Uplift and weight reduction and clearance pruning from light 
 

☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Pterocarpus indicus 
Tree 9 

 

☐Poor 

☐Fair 

☒Good 

☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Possible grinding of surface roots to eliminate trip hazard ☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Dellenia alata 
Tree 10 

 

☐Poor 

☐Fair 

☒Good 

☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Minimal uplifting for pedestrian clearance around path ☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Terminalia catappa 
Tree 11 

 

☐Poor 

☒Fair 

☐Good 

☐ < 5  

☒ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Minimal Deadwooding required ☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 

Cocos nucifera 
Tree 12 

 

☐Poor 

☐Fair 

☒Good 

☐ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☒ > 15 

De-nuts ☒ < 5  

☐ 6 – 14  

☐ > 15 
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7. Glossary of Terms 
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9. DISCLAIMER 

Whilst all care is taken in the preparation of this report, no responsibility can be taken for the continued vitality of the trees mentioned or for any damage that 

they may cause in the future. 

The author of this report cannot be held responsible for deterioration of tree/trees or damages occurring as result of failure to implement the measures 

contained herein or from inadequate or inappropriate maintenance by future land managers. 

This report gives details of tree health, risk and recommend remedial works, as a client you may choose to accept or disregard these recommendations or seek 

additional advice, in that case the consulting arborist of this report cannot accept any responsibility. 

Photographs and diagrams are providing a visual ad and are necessarily to scale and should not be considered engineering or architectural reports, drawings or 

surveys. There is no warranty or guarantee expressed or implied in the report that problems or deficiencies in these trees may not arise in the future. 

Trees are living organisms and certain conditions can be hidden within the tree above or below ground, as such it is impossible for an arborist to detect every 

possible condition that may lead to structural failure, as all tree have an inherent risk, Arborists can only use their skills, knowledge, educations and experience 

to recommend remedial measures and only a removal would constitute a guarantee 

To the consulting arborist’s knowledge all facts, matter and all assumptions which the report provides has been researched and referenced and any other such 

opinion not duly researched is based on arborists’ experience and observations. 

All tree removals work should be undertaken by AQF Level 3 Arborist and all pruning works should be undertaken by 

minimum AQF Level 3 Arborist under the supervision of an AQF Level 5 Arborist for works to be classed as completed to 

specifications. All below ground works around root zone must be carried out by AQF Level 5 Arborist. By the client not 

engaging said professional this report becomes void. 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND SCIENCE 
APPROVED FOR ISSUE 
BY DELEGATED AUTHORITY 

EXEMPTION CERTIFICATE ref: 202012-11135 EC 

DATE: 4 JANUARY 2021 
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No worries, will draft social media post and update for website.
Hope you are all well.
Cheers
Danni

Ms Danielle 
Official Commemorations and Information Officer
Commemorations, Communications & Parliamentary
Office of Australian War Graves
Ph: 
Email: 

From: Matthew 
Sent: Thursday, 7 January 2021 11:51 AM
To: Jason < ;  Danielle
< >
Cc: Martin < >; John <J >;

 Allison < >;  Craig
< >
Subject: RE: OAWG NQ GRM Redevelopment [SEC=OFFICIAL]
Hi Dani
When you back on deck, can you please start the coms process for this work – social media + on
site signage
Jason will be able to advise on timing.
Cheers
Matt
Dr Matthew 
Assistant Director – Infrastructure, Assets & Projects
War Graves Operations
Office of Australian War Graves
( 
7 
Department of Veteran’s Affairs
Gnabra Building, 21 Genge Street, Civic, Canberra ACT 2601
+ GPO Box 9998, Canberra ACT 2601 | ; www.dva.gov.au
cid:image001.png@01D57850.8C516900

From: Jason < > 
Sent: Thursday, 7 January 2021 11:47 AM
To: Matthew < >
Cc: Martin < >;  John < >;

Allison < >; Henderson, Craig
< >
Subject: RE: OAWG NQ GRM Redevelopment [SEC=OFFICIAL]
Hi Matthew,
I should add that the TCC Mayor plus local media have peaked some interest in this site in recent
times. I think it would be prudent of us to involve our media team in order to use this
redevelopment as an opportunity for a ‘good news’ story. The TCC have it in their policy to use the
local media to announce tree removals as it can be a touchy subject in the community.
It would be best to be pro-active here as we move forward in opening up the GRM to making the
site more accessible and inviting to the community.
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From: Sebastian 
To: Jason; Ted
Cc: Matthew
Subject: RE: Office of Australian War Graves North Queensland Garden of Remembrance - Anzac Park [SEC=OFFICIAL]
Date: Friday, 24 April 2020 7:16:07 AM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.jpg
image003.jpg
image004.jpg
image005.jpg
image006.jpg
image007.jpg
image009.jpg

Good Morning Jason, et al.
Thank you for also meeting with me at the North Queensland Garden of Remembrance (GRM) on
Tuesday. I am very passionate in relation to Anzac park because of the history and what the park is
to represent. I have previously work on a few restoration of parks projects in Brisbane as part of the
centenary of Anzac just a few years ago.
Anzac Park in Townsville City is certainly in need to restoration and working in the North
Queensland Garden of Remembrance (GRM) Is a great place to start. I have reviewed Adam
Cozzitorto’s (Skilled Trees) recent report and agreed in relation to the recommendation provided.
Townsville City Council does have a resistograph and it would be pertinent undertake testing of
these tree to ensure community safety and provide a timeline when tree will have to be removed.
I would like to ensure any planting has some significants to the gardens or what the gardens
presents (eg Palm tree planting Sandgate, Brisbane represent desert campaigns). Colvillea
racemosa or Caesalpinia ferrea are great species and I currently have some Colvilla in our nursery
without a home location therefore this could be good place to plant. Many of the memorial tree in
Anzac park are in poor, neglected condition (eg Lone pine) and it important that we restore these
trees.
If you have an over plan landscape plan for North Queensland Garden of Remembrance (GRM), and
I can make some contact with Council Landscape architect for advise in relation to the rest of the
parkland. I am sure working together we can restore that garden and parkland.
Ted: I would like to set up a site meeting in relation a walk though the park, this would include Yen
or Kristian.
Kind regards

Sebastian
Senior Arborist Officer - POSE
Construction, Maintenance and Operations
P  M  E 

113 Dalrymple Road, Townsville QLD 4810
PO Box 1268, Townsville QLD 4810
townsville.qld.gov.au
TCC Promotional content

     

From:  Jason 
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Sent: Thursday, 23 April 2020 2:33 PM
To: Sebastian  ; Ted  
Cc: Matthew 
Subject: Office of Australian War Graves North Queensland Garden of Remembrance - Anzac Park
[SEC=OFFICIAL]
Hi Sebastian and Ted,
Thank you for meeting with me at the North Queensland Garden of Remembrance (GRM) on
Tuesday morning Sebastian, and thank you for the introduction to Eddie. It is always a pleasure to
meet with others when there is a shared passion for horticulture and arboriculture.
I feel comfortable to say that we are both on the same page regarding the existing horticulture at
the GRM and the potential for the site in the future. Out of interest, I’ve included three photos of
the site back when it opened in 2005 and a shot when the TCC’s tree-gang came onto the site to
remove a Ficus benjamina in October of 2006. This will give you some kind of idea as to how much
impact the two large Ficus benjaminas have these days.
At the meeting we discussed Adam Cozzitorto’s (Skilled Trees) recent report and agreed that the
two Terminalia mulleri in the south-western corner of the site are not going to improve and that
their best was in the past. We discussed obtaining Resistograph measurements of both trees at
several different heights along the trunk to determine how solid the heartwood is. Measurements
obtained by previous TCC Arborists in 2012 suggest the heartwood at breast height was solid
enough. We did discuss removing these two trees over the next 3-5 years and start planning what
tree species are possible for replacements. I would like to offer an early suggestion of, the former
for its spectacular show of flowers at this time of year and the latter for its attractive trunk and
ornamental form and shape. I can also propagate both if required?
We also discussed the two large Ficus benjamina which are dominating the landscape and causing
numerous WHS issues from lifting the pathway, to causing trip hazards and not allowing turf to
grow up to the walls where OAWG official commemorations are placed. We both witnessed the
two visitors who came to pay their respects where one remained on the footpath because the
earth was muddy and not appealing to walk on. These trees whilst providing some nice shade from
the North Queensland sun, are now impacting on the experience of visitors to the site in making
the overall look of the site quite dark and intimidating. We agreed that removal of both these trees
will brighten up the site, and allow improvements to be made in the overall horticulture of the
garden beds and improve the visitor’s experience.
Once again, getting in early, may I suggest Cerbera manghas to replace the central Ficus in the
garden bed. A tree that works well as a small street tree, with an attractive flower and a lovely
scent.
The next step is to meet with you Ted at the GRM and discuss what we may need to put together in
regards to exemptions from DES?
I’ve included Dr Matthew into this email as he is the OAWG Assistant Director –
Infrastructure, Assets & Projects.
Regards,
Jason 
Regional Manager – North Qld
Office of Australia War Graves.
e:
p: 
m: 
PO Box 72
Belgian Gardens
QLD 4810
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From:
To: Jason; 
Cc:  Matthew; 
Subject: RE: FW: Anzac Park, Townsville [SEC=OFFICIAL:Sensitive]
Date: Wednesday, 13 May 2020 12:06:18 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.png

ATT00002.png

Hi, Jason (and everyone),

Sebastian may be able to confirm either way, but my understanding is that the whole of the
park, including the GRM, is overseen by TCC 'as trustee'. When other works have been
required elsewhere in the park and needed heritage approval, I've been the one to prepare
the Exemption application, attached things like scopes of works, arborists reports, etc, that
other sections of council whose asset it is have identified and will be carrying out, and
following up after approval has been granted. In other words, I'm happy to lodge the
Exemption application for this one.

Hope that helps - please let me know if you have any other queries.

Many thanks,

Ted

From:  Jason

Sent: Mon, 11 May 2020 05:36:36 +0000

To: Ted  'Sebastian

Cc: Matthew

Subject: FW: Anzac Park, Townsville [SEC=OFFICIAL:Sensitive]

Hi Ted,

I have read through the attached documents that you forwarded to the OAWG Director
OPS back in March 2018. I have also read through the Queensland Heritage Register
listing of Anzac Park, and according to that site, the last known construction in the park
took place in 1992 and the Coral Sea Memorial. It would be interesting to find out, if any
notification was presented to the heritage register at the time of constructing the Garden of
Remembrance (GRM)?
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Which leads to my question, which is open to Sebastian as well; as it was my impression
from the opening of the GRM that the trees were the responsibility of the TCC. Should it
be the OAWG or the TCC that leads the exemption request in regards to removal of the
two Ficus benjaminas?

Regards,

Jason 

Regional Manager – North Qld

Office of Australia War Graves.

e: 

p: 

m: 

PO Box 72

Belgian Gardens

QLD 4810

The department acknowledges the traditional owners of the land throughout Australia
and their continuing

connection to country, sea and community. We pay our respect to all Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander peoples,

their cultures and to their elders past and present.

From:  Martin

s22

s22

s22

s22

s22



Sent: Tuesday, 6 March 2018 10:54 AM

To: Jason

Subject: FW: Anzac Park, Townsville [TO BE CLASSIFIED] [DLM=For-Official-Use-
Only]

Jason

As promised yesterday.

Regards

Martin

From: Ted [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, 28 February 2018 2:30 PM

To: Martin 

Subject: Anzac Park, Townsville [TO BE CLASSIFIED]

Hello, Mr 

Nice to speak with you just now. As promised, attached is the latest version of the
Queensland Government’s ‘General Exemption Certificate’ (two, actually – one generic
one, and one that specifically relates to war memorials)(and a separate related ‘Technical
Note’), which allows for numerous minor works to be carried out ‘as of right’, and which
may be applicable with the works you have in mind.

In particular, section 4.1.5 of the certificate the expires in 2019 relates to gardens and
landscaping.

If the works that are proposed go beyond what’s provided for in these documents, I’ll be
happy to assist with the lodging of an ‘Exemption Certificate’ application with the
Queensland Department of Environment and Science.

If your Townsville-based colleague would like to meet on site, I’m happy to do so – feel
free to forward along my contact details.
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Hope this helps.

Kind regards,

Ted

Ted

Heritage Officer

Land Use and Urban Design Unit

Planning and Community Engagement

P 

E 

W www.townsville.qld.gov.au

Townsville City Council

143 Walker Street

PO Box 1268

Townsville QLD 4810

PRIVACY AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE >> The information contained in this
email is intended for the named recipients only. It may contain privileged and confidential
information and if you are not the named intended recipient you must not copy, distribute
or take any action in reliance on it. If you have received this email in error, please notify us
immediately by email or the telephone number listed above.

IMPORTANT

1. Before opening any attachments, please check for viruses.

2. This e-mail (including any attachments) may contain confidential information

for the intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient,

please contact the sender and delete all copies of this email.

3. Any views expressed in this e-mail are those of the sender and are not

a statement of Australian Government Policy unless otherwise stated.

4. Electronic addresses published in this email are not conspicuous publications and DVA
does not consent to the receipt of commercial electronic messages.

5. To unsubscribe from emails from the Department of Veterans' Affairs (DVA) please go
to

http://www.dva.gov.au/contact_us/Pages/feedback.aspx
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, and advise which mailing list you would like to unsubscribe from.

6. Finally, please do not remove this notice.

IMPORTANT

1. Before opening any attachments, please check for viruses.

2. This e-mail (including any attachments) may contain confidential

information for the intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact
the sender and delete all copies of this email.

3. Please ensure appropriate security measures are taken to guarantee information
contained in this email (including any attachments) remains IN-CONFIDENCE.

4. Any views expressed in this e-mail are those of the sender and are

not a statement of Australian Government Policy unless otherwise

stated.

5. Electronic addresses published in this email are not conspicuous

publications and DVA does not consent to the receipt of commercial electronic messages.

6. Please go to http://www.dva.gov.au/feedback.htm#sub to unsubscribe emails of this type
from DVA.

7. Finally, please do not remove this notice.





From: Sebastian 
To: Ted  Jason
Cc: Matthew; , Craig
Subject: RE: Office of Australian War Graves - North Queensland Garden of Remembrance, Anzac Park Townsville

[SEC=OFFICIAL]
Date: Wednesday, 1 July 2020 7:02:24 AM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png

Good Morning Ted, et.al
I believe the removal of the Ficus trees have causing damage to the current build environment.
The retention is a potential “nuisance” causing excessive shading reducing the objectives of the
site. The trees are such a dominance on the site that pruning will be difficult to be achieve
without causing long term structural to the fig in maintenance there size (previous pruning has
removed some large scaffolding limbs).

From: Ted  
Sent: Tuesday, 30 June 2020 3:50 PM
To: Jason 
Cc: Matthew ; Sebastian , Craig 
Subject: RE: Office of Australian War Graves - North Queensland Garden of Remembrance,
Anzac Park Townsville [SEC=OFFICIAL]
Hi, Jason,
It sounds as though it’s contemplated removing trees 5 and 6, according to the report? If so, the
Findings and Recommendations are probably not sufficiently conclusive to allow DES to form an
idea as to what we’re asking and what the result will be.
I can still put it to them as is, but I expect they would initially respond with a question about the
qualifications of the report’s author. I don’t see any issues, except that in the findings section,
the author leaves it to a ‘qualified arborist’ to supply additional detail as to what works would be
carried out to each tree.
DES might also balk at outright removal, where the report leaves room for flexibility (and says
the trees are both in good health) – they’d be keen for us to take a minimally-invasive approach,
or at least to have stronger justification for going farther.
The bottom line is, a specific path forward needs to be settled on, and the report needs to back
that up, and DES needs to know exactly what we’re proposing to do, so they can come back yea
or nay.
Hope that helps,
Ted

Ted 
Heritage Officer - Land Use & Urban Design
Planning & Community Engagement
P  M  E 

143 Walker Street, Townsville QLD 4810
PO Box 1268, Townsville QLD 4810
townsville.qld.gov.au

From:  Jason < > 
Sent: Tuesday, 30 June 2020 9:22 AM
To: Ted  <
Cc:  Matthew  Sebastian

; Craig
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Subject: Office of Australian War Graves - North Queensland Garden of Remembrance, Anzac
Park Townsville [SEC=OFFICIAL]
Hi Ted,
Thanks for taking the time recently to meet with me at the North Queensland Garden of
Remembrance (GRM) and to speak with me over the phone. As discussed, the Office of
Australian War Graves (OAWG) would like to undertake remedial work to the GRM in order to
return the site to one with a much more pleasant and inviting horticulture. Because of the
shared nature of the location; land and trees belonging to the Townsville City Council (TCC) and
construction and maintenance by the OAWG, this email is to request assistance in preparing
documentation to the Queensland State Department of Environment and Science (DES) for
exemption to be granted to the OAWG for removal of two Ficus benjaminas within the GRM.
Please find attached recently taken photographs and the latest Arboricultural Assessment for
your reference.
Please let me know if DES require additional information?
Regards,
Jason
Regional Manager – North Qld
Office of Australia War Graves.
e
p: 
m: 
PO Box 72
Belgian Gardens
QLD 4810
RAW 2020

The department acknowledges the traditional owners of the land throughout Australia and their
continuing
connection to country, sea and community. We pay our respect to all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples,
their cultures and to their elders past and present.

IMPORTANT
1. Before opening any attachments, please check for viruses. 
2. This e-mail (including any attachments) may contain confidential information 
for the intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient, 
please contact the sender and delete all copies of this email. 
3. Any views expressed in this e-mail are those of the sender and are not 
a statement of Australian Government Policy unless otherwise stated. 
4. Electronic addresses published in this email are not conspicuous publications and DVA does
not consent to the receipt of commercial electronic messages. 
5. To unsubscribe from emails from the Department of Veterans' Affairs (DVA) please go to 
http://www.dva.gov.au/contact_us/Pages/feedback.aspx
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, and advise which mailing list you would like to unsubscribe from. 
6. Finally, please do not remove this notice.













a statement of Australian Government Policy unless otherwise stated. 
4. Electronic addresses published in this email are not conspicuous publications and DVA does
not consent to the receipt of commercial electronic messages. 
5. To unsubscribe from emails from the Department of Veterans' Affairs (DVA) please go to 
http://www.dva.gov.au/contact_us/Pages/feedback.aspx
, and advise which mailing list you would like to unsubscribe from. 
6. Finally, please do not remove this notice.
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Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email
message is prohibited, unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.
If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as
possible and delete this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or
your computer system network.
------------------------------







business as usual. However, to best channel your enquiry, we can be contacted by email through the contacts below. If
you would like us to give you a call, please indicate this in your email. We ask for your patience as we work through these
arrangements.

For enquiries about the Queensland Heritage Register: heritage@des.qld.gov.au

To contact the Queensland Heritage Council: heritage.council@des.qld.gov.au

To report damage to Queensland Heritage Register places: pollutionhotline@des.qld.gov.au

For enquiries about getting approval to do development at a Queensland heritage place: palm@des.qld.gov.au

For enquires about terrestrial archaeology and underwater cultural heritage like historic shipwrecks:

archaeology@des.qld.gov.au

------------------------------
The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or
entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is
no waiver of any confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material. 
Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email
message is prohibited, unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.
If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as
possible and delete this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or
your computer system network.
------------------------------




