
   
Infrastructure and Environment Committee 
 
February 24, 2026 
 
Re:  IE27.8 Tree By-law Review Report 
 
Dear Chair Councillor Paula Fletcher and Members of the Infrastructure and Environment Committee, 
 
The first sentence in the Feb 11, 2026, Tree Bylaw Review Report really says it all.  “Trees and urban 
forests are recognized globally as essential natural infrastructure, providing nature-based solutions for 
climate resilience and enhancing quality of life.”.   
 
Trees are essential to urban living.  City Council has acknowledged that in setting the goal of 40% Tree 
Canopy for Toronto.  This report is the first step in stronger Tree Protection that is badly needed.   
 

Because we do not have strong enough tree protection through our bylaws, too often lots that are 
redeveloped are virtually being clear cut (examples are shown below).  We are protecting too few 
healthy private trees.  The current fines and replanting requirements are insufficient to support tree 
retention.  Therefore we support the following aspects of the report: 
 

1. Increasing the number of Private Trees protected by reducing the diameter at breast height 
(DBH) from 30 cm to at least 20 cm.   

2. Introducing a Distinctive Tree Category to strengthen protections for Toronto’s largest healthy 
trees through amendments to the Private Tree and Ravine Bylaws 

3. Establishing a complementary Distinctive Tree Maintenance Incentive Program 
4. Revising tree replacement planting ratios (more replacement trees) under the Street Tree 

Bylaw and the Private Tree Bylaw and increasing Contravention Fees so that tree removals 
are not merely a “cost of doing business” but there is an actual incentive to retain healthy trees. 

5. Advancing work to refine operational practices informed by community and Indigenous 
engagement, including biodiversity and native species considerations 

6. Enhancing public access to tree permit applications prior to tree removals and/or injuries and 
enhancing public access to contravention outcomes 

7. Introducing stump diameter as a secondary measurement tool for enforcement purposes under 
the Private Tree Bylaw 

 
1. Increasing the number of Private Trees protected by reducing the diameter at breast height 

(DBH) from 30cm to at least 20cm.  Many other Municipalities have already done this and 
Toronto has fallen behind at a time when populations are increasing and there is an urgent 
need to grow our tree canopy.   

 
We request that this Committee take action on this ASAP and not wait until 2027 as this is long 
overdue already.  City Council directed the General Manager, Parks, Forestry and Recreation to review 
and report back in the second quarter of 2022 on the diameter required for a tree to be protected under 
the Private Tree By-law. (IE26.6 – Actions to Reaffirm Toronto’s Tree Canopy Target Dec 15, 2021)  
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Based on the City data released in January 2020, Long Branch is the hardest hit Neighbourhood for Tree 
Canopy loss in all of Etobicoke York.  Long Branch has experienced the greatest Tree Canopy loss          
(-43.4%) in all of Ward 3 and all of Etobicoke according to the 2018 Tree Canopy Study conducted by the 
City of Toronto.  It is the 8th hardest hit for Tree Canopy loss in all of the 140 Neighbourhoods studied at 
the time in Toronto. 
 

 
Even when one takes into account the standard deviation associated with the above numbers for Long 
Branch, it is undeniable that our neighbourhood is losing Tree Canopy which is contrary to the objectives 
that the City has set to grow the tree canopy cover to 40%.    
 
2. Introduce a Distinctive Tree Category to strengthen protections for Toronto’s largest health 

trees.  
3. Establish a complementary Distinctive Tree Maintenance Incentive Program 

Although this would impact very few trees in the City of Toronto (as seen by the data from the 2018 Tree 
Canopy study below and our own Long Branch Tree Inventory), our largest trees provide the greatest 
benefits to the community and deserve greater protection.   
 

 

Long Branch 2024:

Ideal Class Sizes:

DBH Ranges:

% of Trees:

Toronto 2018:

2.9%

40% 30% 10% 10% 10%

62% 18% 16% 4
%

0.2%

73% 15% 7%
2%

DBH Size Class - Comparison
Long Branch 2024 vs. Ideal vs. Toronto 2018
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4. Revising tree replacement planting ratios (more replacement trees) under the Street Tree 
Bylaw and the Private Tree Bylaw and increasing Contravention Fees so that tree removals are 
not merely a “cost of doing business” but there is an actual incentive to retain healthy trees. 

5. Advancing work to refine operational practices informed by community and Indigenous 
engagement, including biodiversity and native species considerations 

6. Enhancing public access to tree permit applications prior to tree removals and/or injuries and 
enhancing public access to contravention outcomes 

7. Introducing stump diameter as a secondary measurement tool for enforcement purposes 
under the Private Tree Bylaw 

 
Two recent examples of re-developed lots are shown below.  No replacement trees are yet in sight and 
the 2 city trees (one on each lot) have been removed and still have not been replaced.  This is not 
sustainable. 
 
Figure 1:  Before, during and after construction in Long Branch.  The one protected City Tree has since 
been removed from the site.   

  

 
 
Figure 2:  Before, during and after construction on another site in Long Branch.  The beautiful magnolia 
city owned tree was supposed to be protected and was illegally removed to allow space for a porta potty.  
No replacement tree exists. 
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Figure 3:  Two of multiple examples of unsatisfactory tree protection during construction.  On the left the 
Tree Protection Zone was used to place the Porta Potty.  On the right the Tree Protection Zone was used 
to place construction rubble.   

  
 

Other times the Tree Protection hording is removed when it is “in the way” and put up again after large 
equipment is moved over the area.   

We absolutely recognize that Toronto needs to grow its housing stock and homeowners have a right to 
renovate their properties but we strongly believe that it should not be at the expense of removing healthy 
trees.   
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In South Etobicoke we have many large building sites, already approved for housing but that are still 
vacant with no activity. Looking at just 3 of these sites along the Lake Shore Boulevard Avenue there are 
over 25 hectares (62 acres) of vacant land that was cleared years ago of buildings and are already 
approved for over 10,000 housing units.  None of the recommendations in this report are a barrier to 
building new housing in South Etobicoke on those sites.  Increasing the number of protected private trees 
by lowering the diameter of protected private trees are not standing in the way of any of that housing.     
 
Our trees need our help.  Every one of our trees make up our green urban forest and provide so many 
benefits to our current and future residents.  Below are what we consider the Top 10 Benefits that our 
trees provide.   
 

 
 
We ask this Committee to support the recommendations for stronger tree protection in this report and 
accelerate the actions wherever possible. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Judy Gibson 
Chair, Tree Canopy Preservation and Enhancement Committee 
Long Branch Neighbourhood Association 
Email:   longbranchnato@gmail.com 
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