From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ron Steffler
Sarah Johnson
Forest and tree management
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[EXTERNAL EMAIL]

We would like to thank this committee for considering our concerns for consideration .
We own 110 acres in West Grey with about 75 acres of wood lot. I am doing my best to be a
responsible Stewart and wood lot manager.
Then we see what’s happening around us and wonder “ why bother “.
We have a municipal official plan and a Provincial OP and yet we see major changes and
wonder how this is being permitted. A good example is the large subdivision of 50 or more
home being built in a mature maple bush on C - 10 of West Grey. Hundreds of trees being cut
down to accommodate city people that want to come to the country.
Now we have farmers coming North where land prices are some what cheaper than where they
farm.
A cash cropper has recently bought up 4 farms in West Grey on C -6 and has removed all the
fence rows with hundreds of trees then cleared 6 acres of scrub trees which was habitat for
wild life for years. They didn’t stop there. They then uprooted and damaged all the mature
maples on the road allowance which contravene section 6.1 and 6.2 of the woodlot bylaw.
These trees will all die, why?
This year a developer bought a couple acres in C -4 and has cut hundreds of trees of which
many are large mature maple trees.
The above practices will continue unless you look at changing the bylaw to include fence
rows, I do realize that farmers have the right to farm but with global warming and air quality
being a concern one would think it’s time to stop what’s happening sooner than later.
Perhaps Grey-Bruce should take the lead in this and be proactive to stop clearing and cutting
all the tree on fence rows.
I know that if I want to cut a few trees to sell for lumber; I need a permit and an inspector to
come in and see what trees will be cut and make sure they are of legal size and yet these
people buy up farms and cut down hundreds of trees with no permits!! How does this differ
from me cutting a few trees to sell for lumber logs????
Thank you for possibly changing the by law to stop this practice.
I have spoke with many neighbours about this and they all have the same concerns
Ron Steffler

March 22,2021
Comments provided on the occasion of the Public Open House of March 24,2021 to:
Town of The Blue Mountains c/o Travis Sandberg
County of Grey c/o Sarah Johnson
From: Pamela Spence

The Town of the Blue Mountains declared a Climate Emergency over a year ago! The Town is in
the process of creating a new Sustainability Plan because it cares about the current and future Town of
Blue Mountains. Trees are an important component to the Blue Mountain environment, a tool to
positively affect climate issues and fundamental to the natural environmental systems of this area.
Proper steps must be taken to identify what, where and how these features need protection,
preservation and restoration be it a single tree, a forest or the larger natural systems environment.
While I applaud the steps taken to inform the public on March 24 of the information to be
presented in the Open House, I find that there is no reference to a tree canopy or forest management
or natural heritage study or plan. Based on my research and reference to the Town’s Official Plan of
2016 and The Sustainable Path 2010 (policies referencing these related actions are attached), there are
a considerable number of policies and actions that have been in place for numerous years that direct
the Town to do this planning. A strategy for tree preservation, restoration, protection and planting
should be done before there is a change to the Tree By-law. Changing the by-law without either a
Town-based Natural Heritage Systems Study or a Forest Resource Stewardship Strategy or Plan would
be putting the cart before the horse.
Plans prepared based on the policies indicated in the Official Plan and the Sustainable Path give
the planners direction on how to set up the tree strategy. This would give planners, developers and
landowners the guiding principles by which they know they must act or the by-law will be enforced.
The tree/natural resources strategy should govern all properties in the town and not just
municipally owned lands. The community must be part of the solution and not look solely to the
Municipality to control its green resources. We have inherited a situation and we all have to act
together to protect it for our future generations.
Please consider a larger undertaking and prepare a tree, forest, or natural heritage strategy
before advancing the tree by-law.
Thank you for your consideration of this message.
Pamela Spence

References

The Blue Mountains Sustainable Path 2010
Environment and Ecological Integrity – page 23-25
GOAL – Develop links between natural areas and wildlife corridors
Strategies and Actions:
Develop Strategy and Guidelines for the enhancement of natural heritage
features
Complete a natural heritage study as input to revise the Official Plan and
Zoning By-laws to strengthen the protection of the natural heritage areas
Implement enhanced minimum buffer areas around natural heritage features
Develop a public lands acquisition and implementation plan
Council to allot a percentage of Parkland budget to establish and maintain
natural parks
Establish citizen’s group to raise funds to protect and expand our natural
heritage
Encourage partnerships among environmental groups and agencies
Identify specific parcels of land to enhance natural and wildlife linkages and
purchase when appropriate
Establish landscape architectural guidelines encouraging use of native species
in landscaping where applicable
Require remediation/restoration plans for development
Continue to require green space allocations in new developments
Establish wildlife corridors to improve habitat connectivity
Encourage stewardship of the land
Provide education, tax incentives and benefits for land stewardship
Create a Town-led Environmental Advisory Committee and include a ‘Youth
Wing’ on the committee

GOAL – Achieve long-term conservation of existing forest resources for future generations.
Strategies and Actions:
Encourage and enhance protection of forested lands

Establish forest resource stewardship strategy and plan that includes:
Builds upon Grey County’s inventory of forest resources
Identify an optimum target for forest cover
Create a mix of natural and managed forests to promote ecological and
economic diversity
Evaluate and enhance urban canopy to better utilize nature to promote
increased energy efficiency in built environment
Identify priority areas for conservation and buffer areas

Protect woodland and forest resources from incompatible adjacent uses
Reduce development pressure by directing development away from forested
areas

Avoid fragmentation of forest habitat
Support reforestation efforts
Encourage partnerships, and support the efforts of agencies involved in the
management and preservation of forested ecosystems
Incorporate forest management strategies in natural heritage strategy
Support conservation programs to reforest privately held forest lands
Develop tree protection, replacement and enhancement policies and by-laws
in urban areas
Improve community understanding of the importance of the Town’s
forest resources
Establish annual resident tree planting event that includes an educational
awareness component
Convene field trips to the Loree Forest and the Kolapore Uplands Nature
Reserve
GOAL – Provide education and marketing on the value of the local
natural environment
Strategies and Actions:
Instill responsibility in people as custodians of natural heritage
Prepare a brochure for newcomers to the community
Develop and implement a communications and education strategy
Explore opportunities to educate the public about local natural heritage and
biological resources (e.g. partnerships with local retailers, Landscape Ontario,
local magazines)
Engage youth to become ambassadors for the natural environment
Work with local community, land stewardship groups and our municipal
neighbours to expand stewardship efforts
Establish annual neighborhood cleanup and environmental restoration
program/event
Nurture a 7-generation mentality in our Townspeople
The Town’s Event and Youth Coordinator will encourage an understanding of
the 7-generation mentality with schools and youth
Hold Seminars in schools which are open to all persons in the community
Consider a procedure to ensure that the potential environmental, social and
economic impacts of current and proposed initiatives are sustainable

Page 51 GOAL – Build strong neighbourhoods through sustainable neighbourhood design
Strategies and Actions:
Evaluate and enhance urban canopy to better utilize nature to promote
increased energy efficiency in built environment
Implement green space policies in development standards to ensure native
plantings of shade trees particularly around park and play areas

Protect and preserve natural environment and green space within
walking distance of neighbourhoods
Revise the Official Plan and zoning by-laws to strengthen the protection of the
natural heritage areas by implementing minimum buffer areas around natural
heritage features;
Maintain the existing “green space” character of The Blue Mountains

Town of the Blue Mountains Official Plan 2016
Guiding Principles, Goals and Strategic Objectives
Pg 14 – “The Blue mountains is a community that supports the protection of our natural and rural resources.”
Pg 16 – “To protect natural heritage features and areas and their ecological functions so they can be enjoyed by
current and future generations and serve as a legacy of the community’s desire to protect their role and function
Pg 22 – A3.1 Sustainable Development
A3.1.2.10 – “Develop design standards that encourage the use of natural and/or naturalized landscapes
in new developments to improve air quality”
A3.2 Natural Environment
A3.2.2.1 through to 9
A3.2.2.9 – “Promote and establish programs to increase the forest cover in the Town”
Pg 25 – A3.5 Rural and Open Space Character
GOAL – “Preserve and enhance landscape amenities”
Pg 139 – B5.2 Natural Heritage Features
“It is a policy of this plan that a natural heritage system be prepared in accordance with the
Grey Natural systems Study”

County of

Pg 141 – Chart - Natural Heritage Features include significant woodlands and 120m of adjacent land
Pg 153- 164 Section C – Water Environmental and Hazard Policies
This section refers to creating plans that are necessary for the protection and restoration of streams, flood
protection, source water protection, stormwater management, hazardous slopes and watershed planning. These
all require trees to retain and filter water, shade from evaporation and stabilize from soil erosion.
Pg 211-212 Tree Canopy
Policies for supporting the protection and enhancement of tree canopies include:
-encourage planting of native or non-invasive species….through new development and
municipally owned land
-implement measures to protect, enhance and expand the tree canopy
-consider the establishment of a forest stewardship strategy and plan
- require reimbursement, trees, or compensation for trees removed in new development based on
a Tree Inventory and Preservation Plan;

`

-encourage tree planting by local residents…… and environmental impact of tree removal
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[EXTERNAL EMAIL]

Hi Sarah,
Some more comments below for your file.
Cheers,
Travis Sandberg
Planner I
Town of The Blue Mountains, 32 Mill Street, P.O. Box 310, Thornbury, ON N0H 2P0
Tel: 519-599-3131 ext. 283 | Fax: 519-599-7723
Email: tsandberg@thebluemountains.ca | Website: www.thebluemountains.ca
IMPORTANT INFORMATION
All Council, Committee of the Whole and Committee meetings will continue to be hosted virtually until further
notice. If you plan on visiting Town Hall, please continue to maintain six feet of physical distancing while on site and
wear a facemask to help ensure safety of others.
For in-depth, in-person service needs, such as planning services, building services, applying for a marriage licence
and the commissioning of documents, a scheduled appointment will be required as drop-in service will not be
available. To schedule an appointment, please call Town Hall at 519-599-3131 or visit the Staff Directory on the
Town website to find the appropriate contact information: www.thebluemountains.ca/staff-directory.cfm
To help limit traffic into Town Hall, residents are reminded that online and telephone services continue to be
available. Details regarding online services can be found on the Town website by visiting:
www.thebluemountains.ca/online-services.cfm
As part of providing accessible customer service, please let me know if you have any accommodation needs or
require communication supports or alternate formats.

From: PAUL ROBERTS
Sent: Monday, March 22, 2021 11:26 AM
To: Tree By-law <treebylaw@thebluemountains.ca>
Subject: Tree By-law Update - Open House

Attention Travis Sandberg
Presumably the Town and County want to update and improve the current tree bylaw.

1.    Section 2a of the By-Law sets out under what terms the by-law would apply.
While this may be clear to those parties who work with trees as part of their job, it
implies that only a tree that "is identified as a tree for preservation on a tree
preservation plan or an area of tree preservation forming part of, or referenced, in an
agreement entered into with the municipality" is applicable. Therefore it appears to
assume that anyone contemplating the destruction of a tree or trees on their property
knows whether said tree falls under this scope. I would suggest that many trees are
destroyed each year because the property owner does not know if the tree is covered
by the by-law. I am not suggesting that this applies to an area with a large number of
trees. However, we have seen examples where parcels of land have effectively been
clear cut without checking with the Town.
2.    There is nothing in the by-law which defines the size of the piece of land upon
which a person can cut all or most of the trees without getting permission from the
Town. This is especially true where one or more adjoining parcels may be clear cut
because they may not meet an area threshold individually but do so in total. This
happened in the vacant lot adjoining our house a few years ago. Better to do the clear
cutting and then find out if it was illegal.
3. Section 2b basically says that "no person shall destroy or cause to be destroyed
any tree that is located on land owned or managed by the Town or County or local
road". This is quite understandable. However, the By-Law does not apply equally to
"activities or matters undertaken by the Town or County or local board. In my opinion
a tree is a tree and as such there should be similar rules. At the very least there
should be some process for approving whether such a tree must be destroyed. Trees
are very important in terms of climate change.
4. I was not aware that the Town or County had something in writing concerning
forestry management but expected the County would have something. I looked at the
website for the City of Toronto and it has a Strategic Forest Management Plan which
is concise but has 6 strategic goals. I would recommend that you look at this Plan and
see if would help set targets for our Town and County.
5. The City of Toronto by-law re destruction of trees also includes a clause that
indicates that a tree over a certain diameter (30 cm) cannot be destroyed under
approved. They also have a height clause for measuring the diameter. The present
Town by-law uses a height rule. I am not sure which is better or if both would be
better.
6. I realize that new developments appear to be exempt under the present by-law
but this means that it will take a long time for new trees to grow. There should be an
attempt by the developer to leave mature trees standing where possible based on
house location.

Travis Sandberg,
Planner I,
Town Hall,
32 Mill St. Box 310,
Thornbury ON,
N0H 2P0
Dear Travis
Re: Comments regarding Municipal Tree By-Law - Public Meeting March 24th, 2021
It is appreciated that the intent of the changes is to consider extending the scope of the existing By-law
2010-68 to include a wider variety of trees within the Municipality, potentially including those located on
private property. It has though been:
•
•

Over two years since all municipalities were required to adopt and maintain policies to protect
and enhance the tree canopy and natural vegetation within their communities.
Nearly been two years since the last staff report dated November 2019. Therefore, limited one
to the above intended changes seems redundant especially after the Town declared a climate
emergency in the fall of the same year 2019

Questions: How has the Town’s declaration of a Climate Emergency impacted the proposed
revisions/changes over the last 16 months? Why has the Town chosen not included the economic
value of trees in stormwater management as other municipalities have done to date, i.e., as
illustrated in Figure 1?
Figure 1: Economic Value of Trees in Storm Water Management

The Urban Forest Management Plan for the Town of Collingwood 2020-2030 contained the following
recommendations:
1

•
•

The Town undertake an i-Tree Eco Project to baseline & measure the form, function, and value of
the community’s urban forest
The Town undertake an i-Tree Hydro Project to assess the impact of tree canopy cover on
stream flow

Upon review of other jurisdiction policies regarding tree preservation, removal, canopy etc. across Ontario
there are significant elements missing from the proposed changes to the by law and include this by-law
reflecting:
•
•

Protection of trees meaning all trees. Municipally owned trees are green infrastructure and
therefore should be considered a municipal/community asset and in need of
protection/preservation
The critical role trees play in stormwater management (a responsibility of the Town) and includes:
o Reducing stormwater runoff by capturing and storing rainfall in their canopy and releasing
water into the atmosphere.
o Roots and leaf litter create soil conditions that promote the infiltration of rainwater into the
soil.
o Slows and decreased the path of rainfall down and recharging of groundwater and
temporarily store runoff. The amount of net precipitation has a direct relationship with tree
canopy density 1
o Trees reduce runoff by millions of gallons and saves municipalities tens of thousands to
millions of dollars annually in stormwater management facility cost2
o Transform pollutants into less harmful substances

The role trees play in stormwater management are partially critical in the parts of the Town i.e., Thornbury
West there where is known deficient storm water infrastructure. Trees need to be considered part of either
grey or green stormwater management systems as it is false to consider to be solely of landscaping
value.
With each residential development comes increased impervious surfaces and collectively compound,
existing stormwater systems which are often inadequate to handle peak flows. When a system is
overtaxed, peak flows back up stormwater and/or cause unnecessary ponding on streets and roads.
Question: Why is the designated authority the Director of Planning and Development?
While the Staff Report states that similar to many other municipal jurisdictions, the administration and
issuance of a ‘permit’ is at the sole discretion of the Director of Planning and Development Services,
Other municipalities have the designated authority resting with the Director of Engineering and/or
Operations. This would avoid any conflict of interest with progressing a residential or commercial
development the former which is most associated with excessive tree loss and the resulting impact on
storm water management. The designated authority, therefore, should rest with the Director of Operations
to avoid a conflict of interest and ensure that the impact on stormwater and other infrastructure is
appropriately reviewed.

R Winkler, The Effects of Forest Disturbance on Hydrologic Processes and Watershed Response, Chapter 7
December 2010
2
Urban Forest Management Plan for The Town of Collingwood 2020-2030
Stormwater to Street Trees: Engineering Urban Forests for Stormwater Management USDA 2013
1

2
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Christina Eaton
Tree By-law; forests@grey.ca
Municipal Tree Preservation By-Law Meeting - March 24
Monday, March 22, 2021 8:25:10 AM

Hello,
I am submitting these comments in advance of the Open House to be held on March 24 at 5
pm.
As part of the Harbour West Residents Group (HWRG), I am particularly concerned about the
old-growth cedar trees in our neighbourhood. It is imperative that these trees be protected and
preserved. Damaging these trees in any way will result in irreparable harm - they cannot be
replaced. Losing the cedar trees would also significantly impact the character of our
neighbourhood in a negative way.
The Abbotts Land Development proposal unfortunately makes no provision for the protection
and preservation of the tree and vegetative canopy. Destruction of the old-growth trees which
currently reside on the unopened road allowance would result in major privacy issues,
drainage issues and uglification issues for our neighbourhood. This needs to be considered
before any development is permitted.
In conclusion, there’s lots of land around Thornbury for planned subdivisions which would not
require the clear cutting of old-growth trees. Development should be focused in areas which
do not require trees to be destroyed.
Sincerely,
Christina Eaton

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

David s
forests@grey.ca
Tree By-law
Comments/ questions re tree bylaw initiative
Monday, March 22, 2021 9:27:09 AM

Question:
If the town council was approached by a developer who owned a piece of land within the town and had two
separate plans to develop it outlined below:
A)a plan with the developer creating their own road within the parcel along with construction of single dwelling
detached homes keeping in character with the rest of the neighborhood and leaving the mature tree canopy
undistirbed on the surrounding road allowances
Or
B) another plan with double the number of units using semidetached housing, that is not in keeping with the
character of this particular neighborhood .....AND In this second scenario, it requires You to give the developer
the unopened road allowances that are covered in a thick stand of old growth cedar forest in order for the developer
to be able to build for greater profit by cutting down those acres of mature ancient cedars to allow the developer to
use the town road allowance, which would you choose?
Would you choose the first plan , which both saves the mature ancient cedar tree canopy while still allowing the
developer to build and profit and also keeps the character of the neighborhood in tact..... or the second plan, that
gives up the road allowance and in doing so, destroying acres of ancient cedars and tree canopy only to pave the
way for more profit to the developer and negatively changing the character of the neighborhood in the process?
Explain your choice in detail.
I look forward to your response.
David Small

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

CATHERINE HOWELL
Tree By-law; forests@grey.ca
Helmut Hock
Tree canopy
Monday, March 22, 2021 9:10:37 AM

We live at 80 Lakeshore Drive and we are members of the Harbour West Residents Group. We have been living in
this area since 2005. The mature tree canopy creates rural laneway feel and is what drew us to this particular part of
Thornbury. The old growth trees are an integral part of our neighbourhood and is why so many people who visit
Thornbury and local residents enjoy strolling down Lakeshore Drive. It is well documented and studied that trees
improve the quality of life and health for people; and trees provide a habitat for birds and wildlife. Without these
mature trees the charm of our neighbourhood would be lost. They cannot simply be replaced by planting younger
trees.
The Town of Blue Mountains has a responsibility to maintain the beautiful character of Thornbury and surrounding
area by developing bylaws which protect the tree canopy. Please do not turn this area into a bland, charmless and
suburban area devoid of what brought us and so many others to this glorious place.
Respectfully,
Helmut Hock and Catherine Howell

Sent from my iPad

Grey County’s Forest Management By-law is essential, and I am pleased that it is in place.
The rationale for the importance of our forests, and therefore the importance of this by-law
needs to be clear to the public. The following reasons were not mentioned in your presentation
on March 24’s Public Open House. Perhaps this rationale could be considered for inclusion.
- To slow and reverse climate change - Trees sequester carbon and store it in the soil.
Climate change continues to progress, and is doing at an increased rate as specific
ecosystems are altered opening up carbon stores and accelerating the release of carbon
into the atmosphere (e.g. the melting of the arctic permafrost etc.). It is incredibly
urgent that we take action now.
- Forests are an essential component for climate change adaptation and mitigation for
our local area as climate change progresses, especially with regards to the water cycle.
This is expanded in the bullet below.
- Forests are an essential part of the Water Cycle – Trees and forests recycle moisture
in the atmosphere through the process of transpiration to increase rainfall. The
importance of forest and trees to rainfall and water supply include: improvement of
water cycle, reduction of runoff, improving the replenishment of the water table,
filtration of water pollutants, control of floods and regulation of stormwater.
- Forests protect our cold-water streams from over heating, which is essential for our
fisheries. Trees that line/buffer surface water bodies are an essential component of
those ecosystems.
- Forests slow winds and prevent soil erosion caused by wind. Fence rows, hedge rows,
windbreaks are all essential.
- They clean our air and provide oxygen.
- They provide habitat for insects and birds, which are both on the decline. Birds
provide important benefits to ecosystems, such as pest control, pollination, and seed
dispersal. And insects are essential as food for birds and other wildlife, natural pest
management, pollination, transferring beneficial fungi among plants, building soil
health, etc. They are both essential components of our ecosystems.
- Trees create a cooling effect around them, a result of transpiration. These trees can
be a relief to the heat of summer for many people, especially the elderly. They also can
reduce the costs of air conditioning significantly if located on the south side of buildings
and homes.
- Trees increase our quality of life.
A few points for consideration follow:
- Perhaps there needs to be some prioritization of no-touch zones. For example, trees
alongside surface water, and the largest connected forest systems within the County
should be considered of the highest priorities for protection. Even if these are located on
agricultural lands, these should be no touch zones. Clean water sources are essential for
the health of our drinking water, fisheries (and their food sources), and recreational
activities etc. Perhaps this by-law needs to include buffer zones alongside surface water
bodies, which would be no-touch zones. This would further protect these ecosystems

beyond the Conservation Authorities, which are slowly being stripped of their funding
and legislation.
- Despite the suggestion above, we have degraded our landscapes so harshly that
every forest has now become essential.
- In your presentation, you mentioned that the by-law applies to all properties in Grey
County larger than 1 hectare, both private and public. Consider removing this minimum
of 1 hectare. Especially, if these are on the outskirts of large forest tracts or along surface
water bodies, as mentioned above.
- In terms of tree protection on agricultural lands, it was mentioned that the tree
by-law is exempted for farm practices, and specifically fence rows are exempted. As
agricultural fields expand in size, fence rows become more and more essential for bird
and insect species survival, reducing winds and therefore reducing soil erosion of bare
soils, for providing microclimates, for adding carbon to the soil within these agricultural
field edges. As a farmer myself, I see the benefits of fence rows first hand. I feel that this
exemption needs to be removed. GRCA’s Field Windbreaks Fact Sheet Brochure indicates
that farmers should “Strategically plant rows of trees adjacent to [their] farm fields to
increase crop yields by slowing the wind and reducing moisture loss in plants and soil.
This will also prevent erosion, increase pollinator habitat, provide wildlife corridors,
increase snow deposition for added soil moisture, provide perching sites for raptors to
decrease rodent populations and supplement farm income through forest products.”
- Trees alongside roads next to agricultural fields also shelter the roads from blowing
snow, improving road conditions during winter weather. These trees are essential for
public’s safety. This can save the County plowing costs, associated with drifting snow
across roads for the lifespan of the trees, which could be up to 100 years!
- As a farmer, forests on our lands are also just as important as forests on other zoned
properties for development and other business (although not all farmers might
recognize this). And forests on agricultural lands should not be treated differently,
especially if they are part of a larger forest tract and wildlife corridors, and alongside
surface water bodies.
- In terms of exempting trees within abandoned orchards. If these orchards are
surrounded by agricultural fields, they become wildlife sanctuaries, for birds, insects etc.
And if these orchards are located next to large tracts of forest, it provides an opportunity
for the forests to expand into these abandoned orchards over time. Abandoned orchards
should not be exempt, unless they are harboring disease that is spreading to and
influencing surrounding active orchards.
- If the by-law encourages replacement trees, then there should be guidelines to plant
local, native species, based on the eco-district. And they should be planted during fall
(and avoid plantings during the summer), when their chances of survival increase. A
survival rate should be enforced.
- Fines also need to be included in this by-law, or trees will just continue to be
removed. And the fines need to be of considerable value.

During your presentation on March 24, you mentioned that Grey County has an estimated 47%
forest cover, can you provide a date associated with that statistic? Also do you know what
percentage of forests have been removed over the past decade or twenty years?
Lastly, I have one question. Your presentation indicated that the County’s Tree By-law requires
harvesting trees for profit (e.g. firewood) must be done in a sustainable way that will promote
forest health. What are the details around this? How is this applied to those removing trees for
the sale of firewood, as per the comment that was provided during the talk?
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments.
Julie Lamberts
Supported and signed by the following:
Leigh Grigg
Beth Anne Currie
Thorsten Arnold
Vitold Kruetzer
Tim Dixon

TREE CUTTING/PRESERVATION BY-LAWS:
WHAT MUNICIPAL COUNCILS NEED TO KNOW ©
October, 2012

Updated March 2021

A report created by the
Research Team of the
Ontario Landowners Association and
All Rights Research Ltd.

E. F. Marshall, President
ALL RIGHTS RESEARCH Ltd.,

Jeff Bogaerts, President
www.ontariolandowners.ca

Copyright and Disclaimer

This document was prepared for the Ontario Landowners Association (OLA)
by E. F. Marshall, Director of Research, OLA
President, All Rights Research Ltd.,

The OLA and All Rights Research Ltd., including any of its members or staff are not
lawyers and any information provided or communicated is not legal advice or counsel.
It is for informational purposes only. Please seek legal advice from your lawyer.

Copyright © March 2021 by the
Ontario Landowners Association and
All Rights Research Ltd.

Acknowledgement
Terrance J. Green, LLB, MPA, BA
Senior Partner
Green & Associates

We would like to thank Terry, for his contribution and support during the creation and
editing of this document. Terry participated as Legal Advisor to the OLA research team
for this report. Terry practices law in the fields of animal law, real estate and disabilities
law. He has a BA, St Mary’s University, 1978, Masters in Public Administration (MPA),
University of Winnipeg, 1992, LLB, University of Ottawa 1999. Mr. Green retired in
2018-2019.

TABLE OF CONTENT
Executive Summary
The Municipal Act
The Forestry Act
The Public Lands Act
The Property and Civil Rights Act
The British North America Act (Constitution), 1867
Standard and/or Duty of Care by Enforcement
Conclusion
Bio

Page 1
Page 2
Page 8
Page 15
Page 17
Page 19
Page 25
Page 27
Page 30

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Fry
Group: Forests and Trails
Grey County - Forest Management Bylaw Comments
May 2, 2021 4:14:25 PM

[EXTERNAL EMAIL]

Good afternoon,
I wanted to provide a couple of comments regarding the Forest Management Bylaw.
- in reference to the size of markings, I believe this is supposed to be 5 cm^2....or is it
length/width?
- relating to diameter-/circumference limit harvesting either
a) removing diameter-/circumference-limit from being a permitted activity within the
by-law, or
b) only allowing it in specific areas (or not in specific areas). If it is allowed, is it
possible to exclude it from sensitive areas such as ANSI's, Niagara Escarpment Commission
Escarpment Natural areas, Significant Woodlands identified in the Grey County Official Plan.
The reason I am suggesting this as there is research showing diameter-limit harvesting is an
unsustainable practice and can cause significant long-term harm to a forest area and these
areas have been identified as sensitive/unique.
- possibly include a provision that a silvicultural prescription needs to be approved/stamped
by a member (in good standing) of the Ontario Professional Foresters Association (either
Associate or Full member).
Please feel free to contact me for clarification on any of these points.
Thanks for your time!
Mike Fry

Comments on Forest Management By-law Update for Grey County
Given:
1. that the value of forests and even individual trees is well-known 1,2,3,4, and
2. that we are experiencing a Climate 5 and Biodiversity 6 crises both of which
trees and forests are known to mitigate 7, and
3. Grey County is still relatively rich in trees and forest
I urge Grey County make the protection of trees and forests a priority, and
strengthen that protection in the by-law to the maximum possible in the current
political climate. I also urge that the by-law be updated as frequently as possible
as the political awareness of both crises is raised and as both become even more
self-evident.

Lanthier, T. The Value of our Natural Areas, 2018. Grey Sauble Conservation, Owen Sound, Ontario.
Eaton, D and Prins, C., ‘Measuring the Value of Forests in a Green Economy’, Food and Agriculture Organisation of
the United Nations. UN 2018. https://unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/timber/publications/DP-70 WEB.pdf
1
2

Glick, P., E. Powell, S. Schlesinger, J. Ritter, B.A. Stein, and A. Fuller. 2020. The Protective Value of Nature: A
Review of the Effectiveness of Natural Infrastructure for Hazard Risk Reduction. Washington, DC: National Wildlife
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To: Town of Blue Mountains Planning Department
treebylaw@thebluemountains.ca, nwestendorp@thebluemountains.ca,
tsandberg@thebluemountains.ca, severitt@thebluemountains.ca
CC: Grey County, Forest and Trails, attn: S. Johnson sarah.johnson@grey.ca
From: Pamela Spence, SAC member and resident at

Re; Comments on TBM Tree By-law and Grey County Forest Management By-law
Trees do a lot more than shelter birds, animals and humans, create privacy and screening
between our neighbours and provide scenic – often very colourful – views and vistas
throughout our community. In addition to these aesthetic pleasures, trees have a role to play
in our environment - filtering our air, purifying our water, controlling runoff. They shade our
built structures reducing our dependency on energy for A/C. Trees offer wind protection so
important in this area to make our winter roads safer. Trees are critical tools in dealing with
the very serious climate change problems we HAVE to grapple with.
Forwarded with this email are two independent scientific illustrations of the benefits of trees.
It is my hope that the Town of the Blue Mountains (TBM) will agree that trees are vital and that
it is a good thing to improve their protection.
GREY COUNTY and TBM ROLES
It has come to my attention that the Grey County Forest Management By-law is inadequate for
general tree protection and has, at a minimum, a very large loop hole. Section 4.1 d gives
developers an exemption from needing a tree cutting permit if the have received draft
approval. This is wrong. Draft approvals come with multiple conditions that MUST be fulfilled
before the project can commence on site work many of which impact trees. Tree cutting
should not proceed without the tree protection plan and other relevant conditions being
completed.
Furthermore as illustrated in the Aquavil case last month, a permit was obtained from GSCA to
cut trees even tho the condition of the OMB order clearly states at least three times “Prior to
any site grading….”. The Jurisdiction of GSCA to grant a tree cutting permit is unclear and
especially in contravention of the clear terms in these conditions.
The language in Grey County’s Section 4.1 d should be changed so that it is not so difficult to
understand. But more importantly, there should be clarity on roles and responsibilities of the
various agencies – Grey, GSCA, TBM. Furthermore, are the conditions of draft approval valid
and to be fulfilled before on-site activity or not???

As a member of the Sustainability Advisory Committee I have worked on the Tree Subcommittee researching tree by-laws in numerous jurisdictions in Ontario and Vancouver BC. In
a separate attachment I provide you with the links and best practices of the most noteworthy
policies and by-laws. I ask that you review these best practices, broaden the scope of TBM’s
proposed by-law and incorporate best practices into the by-law you intend to create.
By way of summary, I offer you the following suggestions –
#1

A TREE/CANOPY STRATGEY SHOULD BE CREATED

Based on the vital importance that trees bring to our world, TBM should set tree goals and
create a strategy that highlights the role of trees, recognizes, measures and locates the
important stands, large and heritage trees and endangered species. This strategy would create
policies that recognize native vs nonnative/ desirable vs undesirable vegetation. This policy
should state that tree protection zones must be established during construction, tree
replacement plans are required, identify standards for plantings (50% mature canopy after 10
years etc.). The strategy would state under which circumstances a tree cutting permit would be
refused – say for example, forecasted runoff or erosion too great, wildlife habitat grossly
affected, etc. This will serve to inform persons who want to cut down trees, guide persons
creating landscape and tree planting plans and provide information to staff against which to
evaluate these plans. Based on this strategy a bylaw serves as a tool to implement this “policy”.
#2
IT SHOULD BE CALLED THE TREE PROTECTION BYLAW AND APPLY TO SIZABLE TREES ON
ALL LANDS AND LOT SIZES OVER 0.2HA.
All trees over a certain size should be considered protected – not for fee purposes but for
environmental purposes. The most stringent municipality Collingwood says all trees over 50cm
dbh WHILE in Aurora over 70cm dbh must have a permit for removal. One jurisdiction even
added a height of 4.5m tall in the event the dbh did not apply. These criteria recognize that
trees take many years to grow to the 50-70cm dbh and that extra regard be given to protecting
the trees and the work they do. Trees of that size generally would exist longer or be older than
the persons proposing to remove them so why should one person decide its fate?
Many tree bylaws pertain to lands of 0.2ha (some are .5ha) and on lands of that size or greater
permits are required for removal of trees between 20cm and 50/70cm dbh. Exemption 3(m) of
TBM proposed bylaw identifies the size and could be simplified on the foregoing basis. Lots
smaller than 0.2ha would not require permits unless they have trees over 70cm dbh. Therefore
the by-law should apply to all trees and all lots.
Furthermore a time frame should be added. The bylaw Sec. 3(m)should state that no more
than 4 trees under 30cm can be removed per calendar year. The permit should have an expiry
– say 90 days and sunset clauses should be included on other measures as appropriate.

#3

PROTECTION SHOULD BE COMMUNICATED EARLY ON

When an application is made for tree destruction, best practices say a notice of the application
should be posted on the site. This informs neighbours, boundary trees are protected in that
both (all) neighbours must sign off, and tree protection zones (TPZ) are created to protect roots
etc from construction activities. A Tree Inventory should accompany a permit application and
that inventory should include trees beyond the property line that might be affected - ie 5 m
beyond property line. Where policy stipulates, a tree planting plan should accompany large
tract cutting. This plan should include at least 2 years of maintenance/warranty coverage to
ensure viability of plantings.
#4

PERMIT EXEMPTIONS SHOULD BE CLEAR AND FAIR

Properties under a certain size (under 0.2ha) or under an approved management plan would be
exempt. Agricultural lands should be exempt except where windbreaks are needed or on those
with wetlands, hazard lands and waterbodies, rivers or streams. Trimming required for proper
maintenance (properly defined) should be exempt. Diseased/dead trees or those a threat to
life should be exempt.
#5

THERE SHOULD BE MORE ZONING AND OP CATEGORIES IN 2(D).

Other land use designations and terms used in the TBM Zoning or OP should be referenced in
2(d)(i) in this by-law, such as cultural heritage, environmental protection zones, watercourses,
woodlands, stormwater management zones, shoreline zones, rural zones and conservation
areas/parks/parkland zones.
Then the Community Design standards of the TBM planning documents should be updated
with this by-law included.
#6
WITH NO DISRESPECT INTENDED, ISSUING PERMITS FOR TREE
PRESERVATION/SELECTION SHOULD NOT BE THE PURVIEW OF THE PLANNING DIRECTOR.
Judgement of which trees are to be saved when they are on a list of tradeoffs for a
development proposal could put the Director of Planning in a position of conflict. I have seen
often enough that when there are a number of criteria on the table and development
negotiations start, trees are often traded for other planning concessions.
Determining which trees are most valuable, fighting for their retention or determining their
viability should be the role and expertise of the Director of Parks or Forestry staff. Often their
background is forestry and or green infrastructure based. This expertise would be needed to
approve the TPZ, review tree planting plans and evaluate the impact of cut trees to the
environment. Tree permit evaluations should be independent of the built environment
approvals required of Planning.
Furthermore, seriously diseased trees as determined by a professional should also be included
in definitions in 1(j). This too is more the call of the Parks dept.

#4

FINALLY I WOULD SUGGEST TBM CREATE A GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE DEPARTMENT

Trees, as highlighted in a tree protection strategy and by this by-law, are a valuable asset for
this community, province and world as a whole. They should be recognized as an ASSET to be
protected. Town of Collingwood has said it will create a Green Infrastructure dept. to inventory
and protect its tree assets. I suggest TBM learn from this and follow suit - perhaps even going
farther and adding others to the green assets inventory such as watercourses, ponds, lakes,
shorelines, etc and protect them under this banner of infrastructure.
According to Municipal World article November 2019, O. Reg. 588/17 requires all municipalities
file a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE PLAN by July 1, 2023. Waiting til 2024 is not an option. Let’s do
it now!

Thank you for your time and efforts.

Pamela Spence

May 13, 2021

Examples of Municipal Best practices for TBM Consideration
prepared by Pamela Spence May 10, 2021
MUNICIPALITY

Web Link

Town of Aurora

Good preamble and justification for existence of by-law
https://www.aurora.ca/en/homeExcellent Definitions section at beginning
andproperty/resources/Documents/Tree
s/5850-16-Private-Tree-Protection-Bylaw-1.pdf

All examples

City of Guelph
Caledon

Terms to be considered and incorporated into TBM bylaw

Property with professionally prepared and approved forest management plan provided at
least 30 days prior to the cutting commencing may operate forest/tree cutting in
accordance with stewardship programme.
"Regulated trees" being coniferous or deciduous trees of 10cm DBH or larger and a height
of 4.5m on area of 0.2ha.
https://www.caledon.ca/uploads/14 Permit not required if approved building permit granted and the area to be cleared is less
/Doc 635016160599217804.pdf than 0.4ha.
Permit not required if for personal use and no more than 20 trees cut in 12 months and
woodland definition not affected by change in number of trees
Permit not required if diseased so as to compromise the health of the woodland or
hazardous to human health or property.

Aurora, Vancouver
and Toronto
City of Toronto

Town of Aurora

Certified arborist to prepare arborist report for diseased or damaged trees.
https://www.toronto.ca/legdocs/mu Permitting managed by Parks and Recreation with Urban Forestry officers
nicode/1184 813.pdf
Permit fee not required for community housing projects.
Permit required to remove any tree over 70 cm dbh.
Permit required to remove any heritage tree.

Permit required on property under 0.25ha for more than 2 trees in 12 month period with
trunk size of 20-70 cm dbh.
Permit required on property greater than 0.25ha for more than 2 trees in 12 month
period for 0.25 ha with trunk size of 20-70cm dbh.
Tree removal (permit) not permitted for trees of endangered species.
Town of Collingwood https://www.collingwood.ca/sites/d Permit required for removal of 5 or more trees of between 15-30cm DBH on a lot of 0.5ha
efault/files/devcomattachments/filla or greater and for removal of any tree greater than 30cm DBH (smaller DBH than Aurora)
ble tree cutting app part 1 0.pdf
Boundary Trees and neighbour trees defined and covered.
Signage required when application made that tree cut permit is being requested
Newmarket

Tree Protection Zone (beyond root system) required and approved by Forestry when
i trees in the development approval process as permitted through the Planning
Pertains to

https://www.newmarket.ca/LivingHe Act and specifically applies to lands subject to applications for official plan amendment,
re/Documents/2151657 2008 Final zoning bylaw amendment, draft plan of subdivision and site plan approval and respective
Version Tree Preservation Protecti amendments, minor variance (permitting new construction only) and consent.
on Replacement and Enhancement
Policy April 14 2008.pdf
Tree Inventory required and inventory to include 4.5m beyond property boundary (cover
the root system of neighbouring trees)

Collingwood and
Toronto

Tree removal review to include and assess loss of tree/impact to environmental sensitive
areas, ecological systems, landforms and contours, heritage, significant vistas soil,
watercourses, drainage, health and habitat of fish and other ecological systems.

Toronto

Permit may not be granted because of negative impacts including but not limited to
erosion damage.
Tree replanting and management plan to replace, at minimum 1 for 1, (size not indicated)
but in Toronto frequently ask for 3-4 for 1 mature tree.

City of Guelph
City of Vancouver

Town of Aurora

Management plan to cover two year span for each tree
https://vancouver.ca/home-property- Defines that properties should have at least 4 trees per property, removal of any requires
development/trees.aspx
replanting plan and bylaw includes a list of acceptable native and non-native trees and
vegetation to chose from for replanting plan.
Fee for tree cutting permit varies by number and size - more expensive to cut larger trees.
Fee for trees between 20 cm - 70 cm dbh are 1-3 trees is $214 while 8 trees or more are
$104 each. Trees over 70cm are $534 each.
Penalties range from $500 - $100,000 for multiple offences.

Collingwood and
Caledon

Tree cutting not permitted in environmental protection area, municipal parks, recreation
or rural area.

Region of York

Various types of permits - Good Forestry Practices Permit, Special Permit,

County of
Wellington

https://www.wellington.ca/en/resid Various types of permits - Good Forestry, Circumference, Clearing, etc.
entMany very technical terms to be reviewed by someone with forestry knowledge.
services/resources/Planning/ForestConservation/Approved-ForestConservation-By-law-5115-09.pdf
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Nathan Westendorp
Travis Sandberg
Sarah Johnson
Shawn Everitt

May 14th 2021
Dear all
Re: Comments regarding Municipal Tree By-Law – for May 14th 2021 deadline
First and foremost, my comments expressed in this correspondence are not to be abridged or sanitized –
rather they are to be kept whole for both internal and external use and or publication.
Secondly, is my hope that in reading my comments, the Town will realize that trees also need to protect
as they are an asset and therefore need to be included within the development of Town Asset
Management Plan scheduled to be delivered in Q3 of 2024.
Compliance with the Municipal Act 2001, changes as of May 2017
I am pleased that the Town is undergoing this exercise as currently the Town does not accurately portray
its compliance with the Municipal Act, 2001 that required as of May 2017:
“Adoption of policies”
270 (1) A municipality shall adopt and maintain policies with respect to the following matters:
7. The manner in which the municipality will protect and enhance the tree canopy
and natural vegetation in the municipality.
The purpose of my comments is to strongly encourage the town to action the following as a result of this
process and move from a town ‘should’, ‘encourage’, ‘support’ as stated within The Official Plan to a:
a. WILL Adopt and maintain polices’ as required by Bill 68.
b. WILL Implement measures to protect, enhance, and expand the tree canopy and report
annually on progress.
c. There is also a need to include the word ‘vegetation’ as outline in the Municipal Act.
A review of other municipalities has revealed a broader range of policies, bylaws and other tools that
protect and/or enhance trees and vegetation features. Examples of tools include By-laws which support
the preservation of trees, as well as the protection and implement measures to protect, enhance, and
actually expand their tree canopy1 include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

By-law for woodlands management
Tree Preservation By-law,
Tree Cutting By-law
Tree Conservation By-law, etc.
Tree Inventory and Preservation Plan
Forestry Master Plans inclusive of a Tree Inventory and Preservation Plan.
Grant for tree planting
Municipal sustainable management practices

Given Ontario Bill 68, titled Modernizing Ontario’s Municipal Legislation Act, 2016, as it relates to the
requirement for all municipalities to adopt and maintain policies to protect and enhance the tree canopy
and natural vegetation within their communities had until March 1, 2019, I am formally requesting the
1

TBM Official Plan page 211-212

Town to require all planning submissions who have yet to have had a building permit issued be required
to comply to any policies, bylaws arising from this public process.
Furthermore, Bill 68 requires municipalities to move beyond solely conserving existing trees, and is
intended to promote and enhance vegetation, especially in urban areas, to provide a cooling effect and
sequester carbon, be a form of green infrastructure, and increase climate change resiliency.
Since the Town’s declaration of a Climate Emergency in the Fall of 2019, it is both disappointing and
short-sighted that there has been no discussion to my knowledge regarding the inclusion of trees within
the development and implementation of the Town Asset Management plan. The management of trees
requires a paradigm shift. Trees are infrastructure and therefore a need to transitioning toward resilient
urban forest management practices as the creates the asset management plan to be delivered in Q3
2024.
The economic value of trees in stormwater management as other Nat municipalities have done to date,
i.e., as illustrated in Figure 1.
Figure 1: Economic Value of Trees in Storm Water Management

The Urban Forest Management Plan for the Town of Collingwood 2020-2030 contained the following
recommendations:
•
•

The Town undertake an i-Tree Eco Project to baseline & measure the form, function, and value of
the community’s urban forest.
The Town undertake an i-Tree Hydro Project to assess the impact of tree canopy cover on
stream flow.

Trees which viewed as green infrastructure can deliver cost savings to municipalities such as our town
which is already facing infrastructure affordability challenges.

Many municipal water supply, wastewater and stormwater infrastructure systems across Ontario are
approaching the end of their planned service life. Replacing or rehabilitating these systems will require
major investments. Implementing green infrastructure solutions, however, can deliver significant savings
through:
1. reduced capital costs.
2. reduced flood damage costs; and,
3. lower costs associated with maintaining stormwater systems over their lifespan.
Stormwater runoff is one of the leading causes of impairment to waterways and has led to more than
1,500 beach closings at coastal and Great Lake sites in 1998. Trees planted along waterways can
remove over 75 percent of the nitrates in the ground water before the pollutants reach the waterways.
• Trees intercept water and store some of it, reducing storm water runoff and the possibility of
flooding.
• A typical medium sized tree can intercept as much as 2,380 gallons of rainfall per year 2.
To support this an example of one maple tree can3:
•
•
•
•
•

Remove 3,100 pounds of carbon dioxide from the atmosphere.
Reduce the emissions of 5,500 pounds of carbon dioxide and 30 pounds of air pollution from a
power plant.
Save 570 kWh of electricity and 20 MMBtu of fuel for cooling and heating.
Avoid 4,800 gallons of runoff.
Filter 15 pounds of ozone, nitrogen dioxide, and sulfur dioxide from the air we breathe.

Upon review of other jurisdiction policies regarding tree preservation, removal, canopy etc. across Ontario
there are significant elements missing from the proposed changes to the by law and include this by-law
reflecting:
•
•
•

Protection of trees meaning all trees.
Municipally owned trees are green infrastructure and therefore should be considered a
municipal/community asset and in need of protection/preservation.
The critical role trees play in stormwater management (a responsibility of the Town) and includes:
o Reducing stormwater runoff by capturing and storing rainfall in their canopy and releasing
water into the atmosphere.
o Roots and leaf litter create soil conditions that promote the infiltration of rainwater into the
soil.
o Slows and decreased the path of rainfall down and recharging of groundwater and
temporarily store runoff. The amount of net precipitation has a direct relationship with tree
canopy density4
o Trees reduce runoff by millions of gallons and saves municipalities tens of thousands to
millions of dollars annually in stormwater management facility cost 5
o Transform pollutants into less harmful substances.

As you can see from the documentation above trees play a significant role in stormwater management
are therefore partially critical in the parts of the Town i.e., Thornbury West there where is known deficient
2

https://www.citywindsor.ca/residents/parksandforestry/Urban-Forest/Tree-Benefits/Pages/Value-ofTrees.aspx#:~:text=Almost%20everyone%20knows%20that%20trees,their%20wind%20reduction%20in%20winter
3 https://www.itreetools.org/cta-tree-benefits
4 R Winkler, The Effects of Forest Disturbance on Hydrologic Processes and Watershed Response, Chapter 7
December 2010
2 Urban Forest Management Plan for The Town of Collingwood 2020-2030
Stormwater to Street Trees: Engineering Urban Forests for Stormwater Management USDA 2013

stormwater infrastructure. Trees need to be considered part of either grey or green stormwater
management systems as it is false to consider to be solely of landscaping value.
With each residential development comes increased impervious surfaces and collectively compound,
existing stormwater systems which are often inadequate to handle peak flows. When a system is
overtaxed, peak flows back up stormwater and/or cause unnecessary ponding on streets and roads.

Town of The Blue Mountains By-law 2010-68
With respect to the Town of The Blue Mountains By-law 2010-68
, the following words do not exist or reflect the intent of Bill 68 amendment and they include.
1. Enhance, protect, plant, stormwater or vegetation do not even exist.
2. Does not apply to a municipal owned tree.
County of Grey Forest Management By-law, By-law No. 4341-06
With respect to the County of Grey Forest Management By-law, By-law No. 4341-06, the following words
do not exist or reflect the intent of Bill 68 amendment and they include.
3. Enhance, stormwater or vegetation do not even exist.
4. Protect and plant - are only referenced regarding post building permit situation and another
place regarding agriculture.
5. Does not apply to a municipality.
Designated authority the Director of Planning and Development?
While the Staff Report states that similar to many other municipal jurisdictions, the administration and
issuance of a ‘permit’ is at the sole discretion of the Director of Planning and Development Services,
Other municipalities have the designated authority resting with the Director of Engineering and/or
Operations. This would avoid any conflict of interest with progressing a residential or commercial
development the former which is most associated with excessive tree loss and the resulting impact on
storm water management. The designated authority, therefore, should rest with the Director of Operations
to avoid a conflict of interest and ensure that the impact on stormwater and other infrastructure is
appropriately reviewed.

Regards,

June Porter MScN MBA

