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Dear Mayor Malcolm Brodie and Councillors Chak Au, Carol Day, Derek Dang, Alexa Loo, 
Ken Johnston, Bill McNulty, Linda McPhail and Harold Steves: 

I was delighted to read Richmond’s Ecological Network Management Strategy, adopted by 
Council on August 21, 2015. It’s a brilliant document that gave me hope for the future of our 
neighbourhoods. I am writing to request that the central ideas expressed in this report—ones 
in which our natural world is respected instead of being eradicated—be put into policy and 
practice as soon as possible. 

My South McLennan neighbourhood is undergoing rapid redevelopment. My street is zoned 
single family. We have large (0.44 acre) lots. Because the area is old and semi-rural, we have 
lots of mature trees. With each new development, virtually all the mature trees are removed. 
These trees had been providing good habitat for birds. When the trees go, so do the birds. 
Recent developments have ousted both a hawk family and an owl family from our 
neighbourhood, not to mention songbirds. 

Richmond’s Ecological Network Management Strategy supports the ecological objectives of 
the OCP 2041. For example, “Objective 1: Protect, enhance and expand a diverse, connected 
and functioning Ecological Network,” sounds great on paper. But I request that the excellent 
ideas in this report come off of the paper to have effect. I don’t have grandchildren, but I 
would like other people’s grandchildren to know birdsong, no matter where they live in 
Richmond. 

To make this a reality, we need to retain more of the mature trees as one major component of 
a healthy ecological system. Given the rate of mature trees coming down throughout 
Richmond (numbered in the hundreds just in my area), something needs to be done quickly. 

Unlike Vancouver, Richmond has not mapped its tree canopy. Vancouver has found that 62% 
of its current tree canopy is on private property. If Richmond’s stats are similar, we can’t just 
keep planting more trees in our parks and expect that to suffice. Trees currently on private 
property—the ones cut because of a three-car garage, for instance—are crucial.  

Vancouver’s current tree canopy stands at 18%. The current goal is to increase it to 22% by 
2020. Toronto is aiming for a canopy of 40%. What is Richmond’s goal? 
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A Richmond park planner commented to me recently that birdsong was so loud before the 
townhouses went in around Paulik Park. We can still hear birdsong in the park and in the 
backlands between Ash and Bridge Streets and in the mature trees still standing. But when the 
backlands are gone and all the mature trees, all that will be left for the birds is the park. This 
is not enough, and islands of park are not a network. Planning and sustainability-focused 
development guidelines would enable a bird-friendly habitat network. Let’s keep the 
songbirds in our neighbourhoods. 

Richmond has a Manager of Environmental Sustainability. Council has adopted her report 
about the importance of our ecological world. Go a step further and turn the report’s 
recommendations into policy. Having a sustainability checklist like Port Moody’s 
Naturescape Program would be a good start. In that community, sustainability—including 
biodiversity—comes first on development applications.  

In David Suzuki’s Blue Dot Campaign, Richmond was the first city to sign on by declaring 
the Right to a Healthy Environment. The declaration includes “(5.i.) Establish and maintain 
accessible green spaces in all residential neighbourhoods.” It makes me proud when the 
leaders of our community take a stand and sign on to what we know promotes good health 
and wellbeing. But when I see our beautiful well-treed neighbourhoods being clear-cut 
because of unsustainable development practices, how does that fit with Suzuki’s declaration? 
Words are only words until actions are taken.  

There is a large, new development underway at Bridge and Sills Roads (DP 14-665485). Out 
of 254 mature trees, only 9 were left. In the report, no mention is made of biodiversity, even 
though this development is virtually across the street from Garden City Park. Where is the 
ecological connectivity? Are all new plantings, trees and shrubs going to be bird-friendly? 
Will there be undergrowth, which is necessary to provide food for birds and homes for 
hibernating bees?  

This would make sense in a development so close to a large natural park. And if sustainability 
with biodiversity is not imprinted into this development, then why isn’t it? We don’t need 
more palm trees in our neighbourhoods. We need rules that formally embed into development 
guidelines that biodiversity, as an important component of sustainability, is taken into 
account, and this includes more retention of mature trees.  

To do this, it is necessary to strengthen the Tree Protection Bylaw and to make changes to 
development bylaws. I respectfully request that the following changes be considered. 
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1. Change: No parking exemption.  

Rationale:	  If sustainability is important in Richmond, the emphasis should be on green 
space, not space for three-car garages. 

2. Change:	  Increase setbacks to 30 feet in front and back yards.  

Rationale:	  Currently there is no room to either retain mature trees or plant a substantial 
bird-friendly tree. Pyramidal cedars are not good for bird nests. 

3. Change:	  A minimum of two bird-friendly trees and two bird-friendly shrubs (from City-
approved lists) planted with each new house. 

Rationale: Our tree canopy, our main bird habitat, will not increase substantially unless 
more bird-friendly trees are planted and retained on private properties. Birds need trees, 
and we need oxygen. 

4. Change:	  Delete the cutting-down of one tree per year without a permit.  

Rationale:	  We are losing too many mature trees. We want to be a sustainable community. 

5. Change:	  The City’s permeable space requirements re new homes should be defined as 
permeable green space.  

Rationale:	  For example, hard-surfacing front yards with bricks (with “permeable” cracks 
between them) leaves no room for trees or shrubs and does nothing for our birds and bees. 

6. Change:	  Appropriately increase the fees for cutting a tree down. 

Rationale: Mature trees are currently undervalued. Even when new trees are planted, it 
will take decades for them to provide the same benefits as the tree that was cut. More trees 
should stay in neighbourhoods. Half the money could be used for replanting of trees in 
parks and half for trees to be planted in neighbourhoods. Increasing the fees is an 
improvement, though just part of a solution. 

7. Change: Increase the Tree Protection staff to assist with enforcement.  

Rationale:	  Development has increased substantially in Richmond yet the Tree Protection 
staff still remains at three.  

8. Change:	  Embed a sustainability checklist (like Port Moody’s Naturescape) into all 
development applications, which includes biodiversity. 

Rationale:	  Too much biodiversity is being lost. There needs to be a mechanism in place to 
replace biodiversity. For example, in my South McLennan neighbourhood, an ecologically 
sensitive area will soon be paved over. There is currently nothing in place to mitigate the 
loss of this important habitat.  
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In conclusion, I hope that Richmond’s Ecological Network Management Strategy report 
will soon become policy: 

• Mature trees are worth saving.  
• Ecological sustainability is a good goal.  
• Effecting the strategy makes our community better.*  

Please make the necessary changes towards Richmond becoming a more sustainable and 
ecologically respectful city. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Sharon MacGougan 
Vice President, Garden City Conservation Society 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

* In this letter, I have kept to wellness values. Economic values are important too. They 
include energy savings, carbon sequestration, air quality, and storm water retention. 


