


We consider that homeowners need to notify the RFS and relevant councils of vegetation clearance 
proposed so that local fire managers have an up-to-date understanding of the clearance being undertaken. 
Monitoring vegetation clearance carried out under the 10/50 Code is not possible without a comprehensive 
reporting process.  
 
Preparation and planning for future bushfire threats and risks 
 
In our view property owners have confidence in RFS advice and the RFS must regain its role in providing 
onsite advice and approval for hazard reduction activities. People should be encouraged to ask for assistance 
from existing qualified officers to help assess environmental and bush fire management matters and not rely 
on poorly informed self-assessment. 
 
Conclusion 
 
The 10/50 Code has caused significant unintended consequences including impacts from reduced tree 
canopy cover. Opportunities to reduce bushfire hazards that are legal and lawful are welcome. 
Unfortunately, there is ongoing removal of healthy trees under the 10/50 scheme for reasons that often 
have little to do with bushfire hazard protection.  
 
Reversing the decline in tree canopy is a key objective of the Greater Sydney Commission. We urge that you 
recommend a change to the RFS 10/50 Clearing Code to prevent further unnecessary reduction of tree 
canopy. 
 
The 5 year Statutory Review has not occurred so we cannot assess the full impact of this Code, but it is clear 
that it has been exploited, whether intentionally or not, with deleterious consequences for ecological values 
and habitat corridors in our local environment and neighbourhoods. 
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