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1. Introduction

Beacon Environmental Limited (Beacon) has been retained by 869547 Ontario Inc. to undertake an
Arborist Report and Tree Inventory and Preservation Plan (TIPP) in connection with the proposed
development of the property located at 3225 5" Concession Road within in the City of Pickering,
Durham Region as shown in Figure 1 (herein referred to as the “subject property”).

The City of Pickering requires the completion of an Arborist Report and TIPP in accordance with the
City’s Tree Inventory, Preservation, and Removal Compensation Requirements (undated) as part of
development applications (i.e., Draft Plan of Subdivision, Zoning By-law Amendment, and/or Site Plan
Application) prepared by a Certified Arborist or Landscape Architect. The City’s guidelines apply to all
trees =2 15 cm in diameter at breast height (DBH) located within the subject property/study area and
adjoining lands that may be affected by development.

The purpose of this report is to provide an inventory and description of the trees within and immediately
adjacent to the subject property to identify trees proposed for injury or removal to accommodate the
proposed development, and to provide recommendations for tree preservation measures and mitigation
of impacts.

This report was prepared in accordance with accepted arboricultural guidelines, standards and
practices and the municipal requirements as outlined in the City’'s Tree Inventory, Preservation, and
Removal Compensation Requirements (undated), and the Arborists’ Certification Study Guide (Lilly
2001).

2. Methodology

Tree inventory data were collected on August 8, 2023 by a Beacon arborist certified by the International
Society of Arboriculture (ISA). The inventory includes trees at least 15 cm DBH in size within 6 m of the
proposed development limit within the subject property/study area and adjoining properties.

Tree diameters were measured at breast height, approximately 1.4 m from the ground surface. The
diameter for multi-stemmed trees that split below DBH was determined by taking the square root of the
sum-of-squares of each stem’s DBH.

Tree condition was assessed based on the presence and severity of flaws, damage, evidence of pests
or diseases, structural condition, dead or dying branches, or other indicators of decline.

All inventoried trees were tagged with metal, numbered labels. Tree locations were recorded using an
EOS Arrow 100 GNSS Receiver with submeter accuracy and incorporated into Geographical
Information Systems (GIS) and AutoCAD platforms.

The limitations associated with the tree assessment are detailed in Appendix A.
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3. Results

A total of 139 individually tagged trees with a minimum DBH of 15 cm were inventoried and assessed
within 6 m of the proposed development limit on the subject property and adjoining lands.

Of the 139 inventoried trees, 126 are located on the subject property, 12 are located within the municipal
road allowance (MRA) including three trees that are within an “unopened” portion of the MRA to the
south, and one (1) is co-owned between the subject property and the MRA.

There were no trees recorded within 6 m of the development limit within the eastern half of the subject
property. On this basis, all inventoried trees are located within the western half of the subject property.

All tree inventory data are presented in the tree inventory table in Appendix B and the locations of all
inventoried trees are provided in the TIPP (Appendix C).

3.1 Subject Property Trees

The 126 subject property trees are listed in decreasing order of abundance and provided in Table 1.

Table 1. Subject Property Tree Species and Quantity

Scientific Name Common Name Quantity
Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 99
Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 14
Betula papyrifera Paper Birch 4
Salix alba White Willow 3
Prunus serotina Black Cherry 1
Malus pumila Common Apple 1
Acer platanoides Norway Maple 1
Picea abies Norway Spruce 1
Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 1
Fraxinus americana White Ash 1

As per the results presented in Table 1, a little more than three-quarters (~ 79%) of the subject property
trees consist of Eastern White Cedar (Thuja occidentalis). Sugar Maple (Acer saccharum) accounts for
approximately 11% of the inventoried trees. The remaining trees (~ 10%) consist of several to single
individuals of Paper Birch (Betula papyrifera), White Willow (Salix alba), Black Cherry (Prunus serotina),
Common Apple (Malus pumila), Norway Maple (A. platanoides), Norway Spruce (Picea abies), Scots
Pine (Pinus sylvestris), and White Ash (Fraxinus americana).

3.2 Municipal Road Allowance Trees

The 12 MRA trees located within 6 m of the subject property, listed in decreasing order of abundance
include:
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e Six (6) Sugar Maple ranging from 16 cm to 38 cm DBH, including a single dead tree, and
the others ranging from fair to good condition;

Three (3) dead White Ash ranging from 16 cm to 32 cm DBH,;

One (1) Trembling Aspen (Populus tremuloides) that is 38 cm DBH and in fair condition;
One (1) American Elm (Ulmus americana) that is in good condition; and

One (1) two-stemmed Basswood (Tilia americana) with an aggregate DBH of 33 cm that is
in good condition.

3.3 Co-owned Trees

There is a single, co-owned 91 cm DBH Sugar Maple that is in fair to good condition located between
the subject property and MRA (i.e., fronting onto Sideline 4).

4. Proposed Development, Tree Preservation and
Removal

The proposed development is for 13 single detached residential dwellings, roadways, and associated
infrastructure within the subject property. As mentioned, there were no trees recorded within 6 m of the
development limit within the eastern half of the subject property.

A total of 81 individual trees are proposed or recommended for removal. The 81 trees include 74 trees
that are proposed for removal to accommodate development and seven (7) trees that are recommended
for removal due to their condition (i.e., potential risk, in a state of decline, in poor condition, or dead).
There are 58 trees recommended for preservation.

Detailed tree preservation and removal recommendations are provided below and shown in the TIPP
(Appendix C).

41 Trees Proposed for Removal Due to Development

Trees located within and immediately adjacent to the area that will be affected by the footprint of the
proposed development are proposed for removal. On this basis, there are 74 trees proposed for removal
to accommodate development which are all located on the subject property. Of the 74 trees, 70 consist
of primarily planted Eastern White Cedar within the hedgerow along the western property boundary
fronting onto Sideline 4.

The 74 trees proposed for removal are listed below in descending order of abundance and include:

e Seventy (70) primarily multi-stemmed Eastern White Cedar that range from 15 cm to 38 cm
in aggregate DBH and are all in fair to good condition;

e Two (2) White Willow that are 15 cm and 22 cm in DBH and in good condition;
One (1) multi-stemmed Scots Pine with an aggregate DBH of 31 cm that is in good condition;
and

e One (1) Sugar Maple that is 63 cm DBH and in good condition.
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4.2 Trees Recommended for Removal Due to Condition

There are seven (7) trees observed to be dead, in poor condition or in a state of decline that are a
potential risk to workers, buildings or vehicles, either during or post-development, that are
recommended for removal. These trees are identified in the TIPP (Appendix C) as to be removed due
to condition. Of the seven (7) trees, three (3) are located on the subject property and four (4) are located
within the MRA (including a single tree located within the “unopened’ portion of the MRA to the south).

The three (3) trees (Tree Nos. 151, 253, and 288) recommended for removal on the subject property
include:

e One (1) dead White Ash that is 15 cm DBH;
¢ One (1) dead multi-stemmed Common Apple with an aggregate DBH of 27 cm; and
¢ One (1) multi-stemmed Paper Birch with an aggregate DBH of 40 cm that is in poor condition.

It is recommended to remove Tree No. 288 with a chainsaw as there are two (2) trees (Tree Nos. 289
and 290) recommended for preservation growing near the stems and through the canopy.

The four (4) trees (Tree Nos. 54, 55, 57, and OS3) located within the MRA recommended for removal
include:

e Three (3) dead White Ash that range from 16 cm to 32 cm DBH; and
e One (1) dead Sugar Maple that is 16 cm DBH.

4.3 Trees Recommended for Preservation

There are 58 trees recommended for preservation located within the subject property and MRA primarily
within buffers to natural features on the subject property side and/or rear yards of future residential lots.

5. Tree Preservation/Removal Specifications

Any tree that does not require removal shall be protected through the establishment of a tree protection
zone (TPZ). Prior to construction, tree protection hoarding is required to be installed around protected
trees located a minimum distance as shown in the “TPZ” column of the tree inventory table in Appendix
B, measured from the base of the tree, unless otherwise specified.

A minimum TPZ radius of 6 cm is recommended for every 1 cm of trunk diameter which is consistent
with other municipalities within the Greater Toronto Area. Alternatively, provided that there is sufficient
area, the TPZ shall be installed one metre offset from the dripline of trees to be preserved in accordance
with City of Pickering standards (Appendix D).

Table 2 below outlines minimum TPZs based on tree diameter categories with 6 cm of TPZ radius for
every 1 cm of trunk diameter.
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Table 2. Minimum Tree Protection Zone Distances

Trunk Diameter at Breast Height (cm) Minimum TPZ (m)

<10 1.2
11-20 1.2
21-30 1.8
31-40 24
41-50 3.0
51-60 3.6
61-70 4.2
71-80 4.8
81-90 5.4
91-100 6.0

TPZs that are less than the standard minimum generally require additional arboricultural measures to
be applied to trees (i.e., root/branch pruning, soil protection, etc.). The locations of tree protection

barriers are shown in the TIPP (Appendix C).

In addition to the establishment of TPZs, the following specifications are recommended:

Before the beginning of work, the contractor shall meet with Beacon on site to review work
procedures, access routes, storage areas and the TPZ or other tree protection measures;
Tree protection fencing shall be installed and in good condition prior to the start of
construction and is to be maintained in good condition throughout the duration of
construction activities;

Areas within the tree protection fencing of the trees designated for preservation are not to
be used for any type of storage;

Trees shall not have any rigging cables or hardware of any sort attached or wrapped around
them, nor shall any contaminants be dumped within the protective areas or flushed where
they may come into contact with the feeder roots of the trees;

In the event that it is necessary to remove additional limbs or portions of trees, after
construction has commenced, to accommodate construction, the consulting Arborist or
project administrator is to be informed and the removal is to be executed carefully and in full
accordance with arboricultural techniques, by or under the supervision of a qualified Arborist;
During excavation operations in which roots are affected, the Contractor is to prune all
exposed roots cleanly. Pruned root ends shall point obliquely downwards. The exposed
roots should not be allowed to dry out. The Contractor shall discuss watering of the roots
with the Owner and Contract Administrator prior to pruning to ensure that so that optimum
soil moisture is maintained during construction and backfilling operations. Backfilling must
be completed as soon as practical with clean, uncontaminated native topsoil or mulch.
Directional drilling is recommended for installing infrastructure servicing within TPZs; and
Where an access route abuts the tree protection fencing, curbs shall be hand-formed to
minimize root loss.

The City of Pickering tree preservation notes and specifications are provided in Appendix E.
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5.1 Timing of Tree Removal

The federal Migratory Bird Convention Act (1994) and the provincial Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act
(1997) protect the nests, eggs and young of most bird species from harm or destruction. Environment
Canada considers the general nesting period of breeding birds in southern Ontario to be between late
March and the end of August. This includes times at the beginning and end of the season when only a
few species might be nesting.

During the peak period of bird nesting, no vegetation clearing or disturbance to nesting bird habitat
should occur (between mid-May and mid-July). In the “shoulder” seasons of April 1 to May 15, and July
16 to August 31, vegetation clearing could occur, but only after an ecologist with appropriate avian
knowledge has surveyed the area to confirm the absence of nesting activity. If nesting is found, then
vegetation clearing (in an area around the nest) must wait until nesting has concluded. From September
1 through to March 31, of any year, vegetation clearing can occur without nest surveys, but the law for
nest protection applies at any time (i.e., if an active nest is known it should be protected). Nesting habitat
includes grasses, shrubs trees and structures.

6. Tree Compensation Information

As per the City’s Tree Inventory, Preservation, and Removal Compensation Requirements (undated),
compensation is required for the removal of all existing live trees with a minimum DBH of 15 cm to
accommodate development on the subject property, and as a condition of approval of a Draft Plan of
Subdivision, ZBA, Land Division or SPA.

As per the City’s guidelines, ash trees (Fraxinus spp.) are excluded from the tree compensation
calculations as they are susceptible to the Emerald Ash Borer. Compensation may be made in the form
of replacement plantings or cash-in-lieu, to be paid to the City of Pickering to fund tree planting initiatives
elsewhere within the City.

The number of replacement trees required by the City of Pickering is determined by the DBH of each

tree proposed for removal as outlined in Table 3. As per the City’s compensation requirements,
compensation for the removal of multi-stemmed trees shall be calculated on a per stem basis.

Table 3. City of Pickering Tree Removal Compensation Ratios

DBH of Tree to be Removed (cm) Compensation Ratio
15-29 11
30 -49 2:1
50-74 3:1
=75 4:1

Replacement calculations for trees proposed for removal are shown below in Table 4 and are based
on the City’s requirements, the tree inventory table in Appendix B, and the TIPP (Appendix C).
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Table 4. Tree Replacement Calculation Table

Size Class Number of Trees Tree Replacement Number of Replacement
(DBH in cm) Proposed for Removal Calculation Trees Required
15-29 107 1x107 107
30-49 2 2x2 4
50 - 74 1 3x1 3
275 0 4x0 0
Total Number of Replacement Trees Required 114

Based on the results presented in Table 4, a total of 114 replacement trees are required to compensate
for the proposed removal of trees to accommodate the proposed development.

As per the City’s guidelines, replacement trees should consist of deciduous trees with a minimum caliper
size of 60 mm (6 cm) and/or coniferous trees with a minimum height of 1.8 m. Any municipal boulevard
tree planting requirements within the MRA will not be considered as part of the tree replacement
compensation.

The City’s Tree Inventory, Preservation, and Removal Compensation Requirements (undated) states
that:

Should compensation planting take the form of naturalization planting in an open space
area where smaller size plant material may be more suitable, the City will determine the
appropriate total quantity/value of the plant material that will be required. Reasonable
effort must be taken to compensate for tree loss through on-site and/or off-site plantings
by the developer.

As such, there may be opportunities for naturalization plantings. Determination of replacement tree
size, species and location will be determined in consultation with the City of Pickering.

A list of suggested native and non-invasive ornamental tree species that can be used as replacement
trees is shown in Table 5. Plantings for naturalized buffers adjacent to the NHS should consist of entirely
native species, with exotic species and cultivars avoided.

Table 5. List of Suggested Tree Species for Planting

Scientific Name Common Name
Acer saccharum Sugar Maple
Acer rubrum Red Maple
Aesculus glabra Ohio Buckeye
Amelanchier canadensis Canada Serviceberry
Carya cordiformis Bitternut Hickory
Liriodendron tulipifera Tulip Tree
Platanus x acerifolia London Plane
Ostrya virginiana Ironwood
Quercus alba White Oak
Quercus bicolor Swamp White Oak
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Scientific Name Common Name
Quercus rubra Red Oak
Sorbus americana American Mountain-ash
Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar
Ulmus americana ‘Valley Forge’ Valley Forge EIm

Trees should be planted with adequate soil volume using good quality soil, proper installation, and
subsequent maintenance. Furthermore, replacement trees should be watered regular for at least the
first two years.

7. Summary

Beacon was retained by 869547 Ontario Inc. to undertake an Arborist Report and TIPP in connection
with the proposed development of the property located at 3225 5" Concession Road, within the City of
Pickering, Durham Region.

A total of 139 individually tagged trees with a minimum DBH of 15 cm was inventoried and assessed
within the subject property and adjoining properties. A total of 81 individual trees is proposed or
recommended for removal including 74 trees that are proposed for removal to accommodate
development and seven (7) trees that are recommended for removal due to their condition. There are
58 trees that are recommended for preservation.

As per tree compensation calculations provided in Section 6 of this report, a total of 114 replacement
trees are required to compensate for the removal of trees at least 15 cm DBH in size in accordance with
City of Pickering tree compensation guidelines.

Should you have any comments regarding the above, or require clarification or modification, please
contact the undersigned at (647) 770-5769 (Haney).

Report prepared by: Report reviewed by:

Beacon Environmental Beacon Environmental
d,ﬂ““/ “ a@m

Alex Haney, B.E.S. (Hons.) Carolyn Glass, B.Sc. M.E.S.

Ecologist, Senior Ecologist

ISA Certified Arborist (ON-2723A)
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Appendix A

Limitations of Tree Assessment

It is the policy of Beacon Environmental Limited to attach the following clause regarding limitations of
the tree assessment. The intent is to ensure that the client is aware of what is technically and
professionally realistic in assessing and/or retaining trees.

The assessment of the trees presented in this report has been made using accepted arboricultural
techniques. These techniques include a visual examination of the above-ground parts of each tree for
structural defects, scars, external indications of decay such as fungal fruiting bodies, evidence of insect
attack, crown dieback, discoloured foliage, the condition of any visible root structures, the degree and
direction of lean (if any), the general condition of the tree(s) and the surrounding site, and the proximity
of property and people. Except where specifically noted in the report, none of the trees examined were
dissected, cored, probed, or climbed, and detailed root crown examinations involving excavation were
not undertaken.

Notwithstanding the recommendations and conclusions made in this report, it must be recognized that
trees are living organisms and their health and vigour constantly change over time. They are notimmune
to changes in site conditions, pests, or variations in the weather conditions including severe storms with
high-speed winds. Furthermore, some symptoms may only be visible seasonally; the extent of
observations that can be made may be limited by the time of year in which the inspection took place.

While reasonable efforts have been made to ensure that the trees recommended for retention are
healthy unless stated otherwise within the report, no warranty or guarantees are offered, or implied, that
these trees, or any parts of them, will have continued health or structure as noted in the report. It is both
professionally and practically impossible to predict with absolute certainty the behaviour of any single
tree or group of trees or their component parts in all circumstances. Inevitably, a standing tree will
always pose some risk. Most trees have the potential for failure if provided with the necessary
combinations of stresses and elements. This risk can only be eliminated if the tree is removed.

Although every effort has been made to ensure that this assessment is reasonably accurate, it is
recommended that trees be re-assessed periodically to identify changes in condition. Design or site
plan changes may also necessitate re-assessment and/or revisions to this report. The assessment
presented in this report is valid at the time of the inspection and is intended for sole use of the
client. Any use of this report by a third party, and any decision based on this report, is the singular
responsibility of the third party.

Page A-1



= BEACON

ENVIRONMENTAL

Appendix B

Tree Inventory Table



= BEACON

ENVIRONMENTAL

Appendix B

Tree Inventory Table

Appendix B

Tree DBH Crown TPz Tree Preservation
Scientific Name Common Name Diameter | Condition?* Comment Ownership Radius? :
No. (cm) (m) (m) Recommendation
47 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 18 4 Poor-Fair Minor dieback and Fhmmng; S|gn.|f|cant mechanical damage to stem; Subject Property 12 Preserve
Wooden boards nailed into stem; Wound wood present.
48 | Picea abies Norway Spruce 62 8 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 4.2 Preserve
49 | Acer platanoides Norway Maple 59 10 Fair-Good 'k\)/lelxrr]ISr dieback and thinning; Stems fork above breast height; Included Subject Property 3.6 Preserve
50 | Salix alba White Willow 12, 6(12) 3.3 6 Good Good vigour; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
51 | Salix alba White Willow 22 6 Good Good vigour. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
52 | Prunus serotina Black Cherry 52 9 Fair g/lrgsénotlleback and thinning; Large wound along stem; Wound wood Subject Property 3.6 Preserve
53 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 17 5 Good Good form and vigour. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve
54 | Fraxinus americana | White Ash 22 N/A Dead Standing shag. Municipal Road Allowance N/A Remove Due to Condition
55 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 16 N/A Dead Standing snag. Municipal Road Allowance N/A Remove Due to Condition
56 | Ulmus americana American Elm 15 5 Good Good form. Municipal Road Allowance 1.2 Preserve
57 | Fraxinus americana | White Ash 16 N/A Dead Standing snag. Municipal Road Allowance N/A Remove Due to Condition
151 | Betula papyrifera Paper Birch 27, 29 (40) 8 Poor Slgnlﬂclant dieback and thinning; Almost dead; Stems fork near Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Condition
ground; Included bark.
152 | Betula papyrifera Paper Birch 34 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Flush cuts to stem; Wound wood present. | Subject Property 2.4 Preserve
. . . Moderate dieback and thinning; Several large branches dead; Stems .
153 | Betula papyrifera Paper Birch 23, 26, 20 (40) 8 Fair fork near ground: Included bark. Subject Property 2.4 Preserve
154 | Betula papyrifera Paper Birch 25, 20 (32) 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property 2.4 Preserve
155 | Tilia americana Basswood 27,19 (33) 8 Good CGrch)Svdnwgour; Stems fork near ground; Included bark; Full healthy Municipal Road Allowance 2.4 Preserve
156 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 19 6 Good Good vigour; Uneven canopy. Municipal Road Allowance 1.2 Preserve
157 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 29 9 Good Good form and vigour; Full healthy crown. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve
158 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 30 9 Good g?(;(rjofg;?yand vigour; Stem located on west side of wire fence, likely Subject Property 1.8 Preserve
159 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 12,10 (16) 5 Fair-Good Good vigour; Stems fork be|OV\{ breast height; Included bark; Municipal Road Allowance 1.2 Preserve
Mechanical wound along stem; Wound wood present.
Co-owned between Subject
160 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 91 14 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fused together; Full healthy crown. | Property and Municipal 6 Preserve
Road Allowance
161 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 18, 27, 20 (38) 7 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
162 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 24,13 (27) 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
163 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 26 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
164 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 21 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
165 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 22,10 (24) 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
166 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 27,8 (28) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
167 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 23, 20 (30) 7 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
168 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 19'52% (1312’)10’ 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
169 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 18, 1(;9)11 9 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
170 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 27 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
171 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 25, 6 (26) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
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Tree S DBH (;rown . . TF.)Z Tree Preservation
Scientific Name Common Name Diameter | Condition?® Comment Ownership Radius? .

No. (cm) (m) (m) Recommendation

172 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 21, 14 (25) 6 Good Good vigour; Stems fork below breast height; Included bark. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve

173 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 32 9 Good Good form and vigour. Subject Property 2.4 Preserve

174 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 28 8 Good Good form and vigour. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve

175 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 19 6 Good Good vigour; Uneven crown. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve

176 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 63 13 Good Good form and vigour; Full healthy crown. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
201 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 29, 19 (35) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
202 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 26, 15, 8 (31) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
203 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 23 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
204 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 21, 8, 15 (27) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
205 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 24 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
206 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 23, 15, 8, 6 (29) 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
207 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 22,19 (29) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
208 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 23, 16, 7 (29) 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
209 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 27, 15,5 (31) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
210 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 22, 13,5 (26) 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
211 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 16, 15, 21 (30) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
212 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 19, 15, 11 (27) 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
213 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 23, 1923% 12,8 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
214 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 24 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
215 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 16, 1(;7)12 8 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
216 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 23 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
217 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 22, 12, 12 (28) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
218 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 18, 185&2192), 10, 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
219 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 12, 1?1’98)‘ 55 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
220 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 29 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
221 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 27, 21, 15 (37) 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
222 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 22 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
223 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 12,17, 16 (26) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
224 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 17,17 (24) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
226 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 25, 25 (35) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
227 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 25,5, 4 (26) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
228 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 22,12, 4 (25) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
229 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 22,5(23) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
230 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 5 12(2;))2 18 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
231 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 21,13 (25) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
232 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 28 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
233 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 18, 16 (24) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
234 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 22,12, 8 (26) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
235 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 21 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
236 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 28 9 Good Good form and vigour. Municipal Road Allowance 1.8 Preserve

237 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 28 8 Fair Moderate dieback and thinning; Exhibiting early autumn leaf drop. Municipal Road Allowance 1.8 Preserve

238 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 12, 14, 16 (24) 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
239 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 15 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
240 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 24, 15 (28) 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
241 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 20, 15 (25) 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
242 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 15,4 (16) 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
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243 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 15, 2(43’5]55’ 14 7 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
244 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 25,13 (28) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
245 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 25, 10, 15 (31) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
246 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 25,12 (28) 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
247 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 21,14 (25) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
248 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 31 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
249 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 18, 15 (23) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
250 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 15, 4, 15 (22) 5 Fair-Good Minor d|epack and thmnmg; Mechanical damage to stem; Wooden Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
boards nailed to stem; Wound wood present.
: . . . . Minor dieback and thinning; Mechanical damage to stem; Wooden .
251 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 21,6 (22) 5 Fair-Good boards nailed to stem: Wound wood present. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
252 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 15 5 Good Good vigour. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve
253 | Fraxinus americana | White Ash 15 N/A Dead Standing shag. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Condition
254 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 30 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
255 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 5, 25 (25) 4 Fair-Good Minor dlepack and thmnlng; Mechanical damage to stem; Wooden Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
boards nailed to stem; Wound wood present.
256 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 21,5, 6 (22) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subiject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
257 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 18, 4 (18) 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
258 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 28, 15(3;2 54 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
259 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 21,4 (21) 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
260 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 15, 6, 3 (16) 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
261 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 27,6, 6 (28) 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
262 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 28,16 (32) 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
263 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 26 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
264 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar | 27, 15, 8 (32) 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
265 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 24 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve
266 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 17 5 Good Good vigour; Uneven canopy. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve
267 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 10, 1(‘211)10 8 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve
268 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 29 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve
269 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 8,12, 4 (15) 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve
270 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 25,5 (25) 4 Fair-Good Eﬂé?fr dieback and thinning; Stems fork below breast height; Included Subject Property 1.8 Preserve
271 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 3,12 (12) 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve
272 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 15, 4 (16) 4 Fair-Good g/l;r;lgr dieback and thinning; Stems fork below breast height; Included Subject Property 1.2 Preserve
273 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 23,10 (25) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve
274 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 27,15 (31) 5 Fair Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property 2.4 Preserve
275 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 16 4 Poor-Fair Minor dieback and th|.nn|ng; Significant mgchamcal damage to stem; Subject Property 1.2 Preserve
Wound wood present; Wooden boards nailed to stem.
276 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 21 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve
277 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 16 3 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve
278 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 18 4 Fair Minor dlepack_and thinning; Mechanical damage to stem; Wooden Subject Property 1.2 Preserve
boards nailed into stem.
279 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 35, 29 (45) 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property 3 Preserve
280 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 21, 162&3142)’ 10, 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property 2.4 Preserve
281 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 26, 15 (30) 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve
282 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 15 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve
283 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 21 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve
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284 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 12’3152’ ?215) 4 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve

285 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 15 3 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve

286 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 25 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve

287 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 22,18 (28) 5 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve

288 | Malus pumila Common Apple 22,15 (27) N/A Dead t?]tﬁ)nudéﬂgcgre]gg;swms fork at ground; Tree Nos. 289 and 290 growing Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Condition
289 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 15 6 Good Good form and vigour; Stem growing through canopy of Tree No. 288. | Subject Property 1.2 Preserve

290 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 14 4 Good Good form and vigour; Stem growing through canopy of Tree No. 288. | Subject Property 1.2 Preserve

291 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 25 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve

292 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 17 3 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve

293 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 23 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve

294 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 27 6 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve

295 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 16 3 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve

296 | Thuja occidentalis Eastern White Cedar 18 4 Fair-Good | Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve

297 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 15 5 Good Good form and vigour. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve

298 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 18 7 Fair Moderate dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve

299 | Salix alba White Willow 8,6,3,4,4(12) 5 Good Good vigour; Stems fork near ground; Included bark; Weeping Willow. | Subject Property 1.2 Preserve

300 | Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 27,15 (31) 7 Good ﬁgﬁj%;'(?g:rrfu” healthy crown; Stems fork below breast height; Subject Property N/A Remove Due to Development
OS1 | Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 38 10 Good Good form and vigour; Full healthy crown. Municipal Road Allowance 2.4 Preserve

OS2 | Populus tremuloides | Trembling Aspen 38 9 Fair Moderate dieback and thinning. Municipal Road Allowance 2.4 Preserve

OS3 | Fraxinus americana | White Ash 32 N/A Dead Standing shag. Municipal Road Allowance N/A Remove Due to Condition

1. The tree health condition rating was based on factors that could include one or a combination of:

Poor Condition — Severe dieback, significant lean, decayed, missing leader, significant disease presence

Fair Condition — Moderate dieback and/or lean, limb defects, multiple stems, moderate foliage damage from stress

Good Condition — Healthy vigorous growth, no or minor visible defects or damage
2. The TPZ is the minimum distance required for tree preservation. Where this distance cannot be provided, the tree may be recommended for removal.
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Crown TPZ . huja Eastern White . . . - . Remove Due to
DBH . . . - M dieback and th . t P t
'I;‘lree Scientific Name Common Name (cm) Diameter | Condition1 Comment Ownership Radius2 'I;ree Preser;at_lon 239 coidentalis Cedar 15 4 Fair-Good inor dieback and thinning Subject Property N/A Development
0. (m) (m) ecommendation NG . Eastern White 24,15 6 Eair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property | N/A Remove Due fo
Thui Eastern Whit inor dieback and thinning; Significant mechanical ccidentalis Cedar . (28) ncluded bark. _ Development
47 |4 . astern ¥vhite 18 4 Poor-Fair damage to stem; Wooden boards nailed into stem; Subject Property 1.2 Preserve 044 [huja Eastern White 20, 15 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property | NJ/A Remove Due to
48 |Picea abies orway Spruce 62 8 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 4.2 Preserve 242 |Ya . astern vvhie 15, 4 (16) 4 Fair-Good [VInor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property N/A
49 |Acer platanoides Norway Maple 59 10 Fair-Good Minor .dleback and thinning; Stems fork above breast Subject Property 36 Preserve occidentalis Cedar 5 ncluded bark. Development
height, Included bark. Thuja Eastern White A Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; : Remove Due to
. ) ) 12,6, 5, i ] i . Remove Due o 243 ! , 15, 14 7 Fair-Good ’ ’ | Subject Property N/A
50 |[Salix alba White Willow 3,3 (15) 6 Good Good vigour; Stems fork near ground; Included bark. | Subject Property N/A Development occidentalis Cedar (35) ncluded bark. Development
) , } ) . . Remove Due to Thuja Eastern White 25,13 . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; . Remove Due to
51 [Salix alba White Willow 22 6 Good  [Good :;Ig(t))ur.k - . - Subject Property | N/A Development 244 becidentalis Cedar 2(5253)0 > Fair-Good | ciuded bark, Subject Property | N/A RDevelop[r)nen‘;
. . inor dieback and thinning; Large wound along stem; . Ehuja Eastern White ,» 10, . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground,; ; emove Due to
52 |Prunus serotina Black Cherry 52 9 Fair Wound wood present. Subject Property 3.6 Preserve 245 coidentalis Cedar 15 (31) 5 Fair-Good ncluded bark. Subject Property N/A Development
53 |Acer saccharum [Sugar Maple 17 5 Good __[Good form and vigour. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve huja Eastern White 25,12 . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; : Remove Due to
54 [raxinus White Ash 22 N/A Dead Standing snag. Municipal Road N/A Remove Due to 248 | ccidentalis Cedar (28) 6 Fair-Good | ded bark. Subject Property | - N/A Development
mericana ” A”owa|n|%e q R Condl‘lt:l)on i 047 huja Eastern White 21,14 5 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground, Subject Property N/A Remove Due to
55 |Acer saccharum [Sugar Maple 16 N/A Dead [Standing snag. u,&]llfol\?vzncza N/A egg\rﬁiti;ne 0 lc;cidenta/is Eedar - (25) ncluded bark. RDeveloplgnenE
uja astern ite . . . . . emove Due fo
56 WUImus americanalAmerican Elm 15 5 Good Good form. Mu:"fo' \?vzlnlzzad 1.2 Preserve 248 ccidentalis Cedar i 31 6 Fair-Good M!nor d!eback and th!nnfng. Subject Property N/A Development >
Fraxinus . . Municipal Road Remove Due to huja Eastern White 18, 15 . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; | g 1ioct Propert Remove Due to
57 mericana [White Ash 271629 N/A Dead :tanc:mg Tzagt; T A rdead S Allowance N/A = Condigon t 249 occidentalis Cedar (23) 5 Fair-Good n?r!g?%?eggrckk ST VechameaT damags 1o ) perty N/A Development
) . ) ignificant dieback and thinning; Aimost dead; Stems . emove Due to ; i ’
151 [Betula papyrifera Paper Birch (40) 8 Poor fork near ground; Included bark. Subject Property N/A Condition 250 Thuj.g ntali Eaztern White 15&;2’)15 5 Fair-Good [stem; Wooden boards nailed to stem; Wound wood Subject Property N/A Rggloe\lls ?nueenio
Betul fora P Birch . inor dieback and thinning; Flush cuts to stem; Subiect P it pcciaentals edar resent. P
152 Betula papyrifera Paper Birc 34 6 Fair-Good Wound wood present. ubject Property 2.4 Preserve _ - ostern Whit inor dieback and thinning; Mechanical damage fo Remove Due to
23 26 oderate dieback and thinning; Several large 251 UJ.Z tali Cafj em e 21, 6 (22 5 Fair-Good [stem; Wooden boards nailed to stem; Wound wood Subject Property N/A Development | FENCE LOCATION TO |
153 Betula papyrifera Paper Birch 20 ’(40; 8 Fair branches dead; Stems fork near ground; Included Subject Property 24 Preserve pcclaentals edar resent. P -~ DRIP LINE BE REVIEWED AND
ark, - 252 écer saccharum [Sugar Maple 15 5 Good  [Good vigour. Subject Property 1.2 = Presere : 1000 ) APPROVED BY 1000
154 |Betula papyrifera Paper Birch 2(53’22)0 6 Fair-Good l\rflcr;gcrjs:jett)):rckk and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property 2.4 Preserve 253 gg;?cisna White Ash 15 N/A Dead Standing snag. Subject Property | NJ/A eggxziti;ne 0 — UNDISTURBED SOIL LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT
155 [Tilia americana PBasswood 2(7?;31)9 8 Good S&?ﬁeval‘ﬂﬁll;’rﬁ;svws forienear ground; fnclucec bar Mu::f Ipal Road 2.4 Preserve 254 Zgggentalis E:ijt:: n White 30 5 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property | N/A Rgg,%\fsp?nueenio _ .
. owance
. - Municipal Road . . inor dieback and thinning; Mechanical damage to o
156 |Acer saccharum {Sugar Maple 19 6 Good Good vigour; Uneven canopy. Allowance 1.2 Preserve 255 Thu1'a . Eastern White 5, 25 (25 4 Fair-Good tem: Wooden boards nailed to stem: Wound wood | Subject Property N/A RSmO\l/e Due :0 ﬁ
157 |Acer saccharum_[Sugar Maple 29 9 Good __[Good form and vigour; Full healthly crown. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve pccidentalis Cedar resent. evelopmen — U L s
(Good form and vigour; Stem located on west side of : Thuja Eastern White 21,5,6 Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork d; : Remove Due o
S Mapl . . Subject P rt /] 9, . g; Stems fork near ground;
158 |Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 30 9 Good vagg C1;engcg:, '[Ikg!()é r%f;‘ ?cgcr)kpgg% SR ubject Property | 18 Preserve 256 |?_ccidentalis Cedar (22) 5 Fair-Good | cluded bark. Subject Property | N/A RDeveIoplgnen’;
vigour; w ignt; .~ huja Eastern White . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; : emove Due to
159 |Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 12,10 5 Fair-Good |ncluded bark; Mechanical wound along stem; Wound Municipal Road 1.2 Preserve 257 occidentalis Cedar 18.4(18) 4 Fair-Good ncluded bark. Subject Property | N/A Development
(16) wood present Allowance 28,15 P
. . . ——— - — Thuja Eastern White £ . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; . Remove Due to
160 |Acer saccharum {Sugar Maple 91 14 Fair-Good ll\:ﬂl:ﬂof:ezﬁr?@c;s\?vi thinning; Stems fused together; Mu:"ﬁ svilnlzgad 6 Preserve 258 occidentalis Cedar 12(32)4 6 Fair-Good ncluded bark. Subject Property N/A Development
Thuja Eastern White 18, 27, . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; . Remove Due to Thuja Eastern White 01 4 (21 . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; ect P ; Remove Due to — 37 X 37 X 5 X 2400mm LONG T—BAR STAKES,
161 ccidentalis Cedar 20 (38) ! Fair-Good ncluded bark. Subject Property N/A Development 259 gcidentalis Eedar . 1’5 6( . 4 Fair-Good ’\r/}clud(ad garkk. . 3 — - Subject Property N/A RDevelopl:r)nen’{ SEAAC?EEE? SL AlxNgAlgélMéJ}-_l\/l F(I?:l;lcl:525mm ON CENTRE,
huja Eastern White 24,13 . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; . Remove Due to uja astern ite , 0, o inor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; . emove Due to .
162 ccidentalis Cedar _ (27) 6 Fair-Good ncluded bark. Subject Property | N/A Development 260 ccidentalis Cedar . 27(1?3) . 4 Fair-Good ncluded bark. _ Subject Property | N/A RDeVe|OpS1€nE
163 [[ua Fastern White 26 5 | FairGood Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property | N/A | emove Dueto 261 [[4a Fastern White 2 6 | Fair-Goog [Minordieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; | g iect property | N/A emove Due fo STANDARD WOODEN LATHE SNOW FENCING ERECTED
ccidentalis __ [Cedar ____ Development ccidentalis  Cedar ___ A28) ncluded bark. __ Revelopment AT A MINIMUM OF 1.0M BEYOND DRIPLINE OF
164 huj'a ' Eastern White 21 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Remove Due to 262 hu1'a . Eastern White ) 6 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property N/A emove Due to INDIVIDUAL TREE OR GROUPING. FASTEN TO T—BAR
ccidentalis Cedar Development ccidentalis Cedar (32) ncluded bark. RDevelop[r)nen’; POSTS AT THREE LOCATIONS WITH #1 0 GALVANIZED
huja Eastern White 22,10 . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; - Remove Due to huja Eastern White - Mi . K hinni . emove Due fo
165 ccidentalis Cedar (24) 6 Fair-Good ncluded bark. Subject Property N/A Development 263 ccidentalis gedar - > 2165 . 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. S - Subject Property N/A RDeveIop[r)nenE WIRE.
huja Eastern White . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; . Remove Due to huja astern ite , 19, . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; ‘oct P emove Due to
166 ccidentalis Cedar p7. 8 (28 5 Fair-Good ncluded bark. Subject Property N/A Development 264 occidentalis Cedar (32) 6 Fair-Good ncluded bark. Subject Property N/A Development
167 |14 Fastem White | 23, 20°} 7 | £ Goog [Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; | g pject property | nja | omove Due to 265 | 4@ astern Yhite 24 5 | Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property | 1.8 Preserve
identali 30 i I k. Development occidentalis Cedar :
?.;Cl.den g Eedtar Whit 15, 2)0, '\T/\IC Udz(.j tt))ar k and thinni St fork q R pD ¢ 266 |Acer saccharum [Sugar Maple 101714 5 Good (Good vigour; Uneven canopy. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve All dimensions are in millimetres unless otherwise noted
uja astern vvnite 11. 1 o Inor dieback and thinning; Stems Tork near grouna; i emove Due (o Thuja Fastern White 14, , Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground,; : - - - : - - -

168 | ccidentalis Cedar 6’(302,)5’ 6 Fair-Good [ ded bark. Subject Property | N/A Development 267 | ccidentalis Cedar 10, 8 (21) 6 Fair-Good | ded bark. Subject Property 8 Preserve City of Pickering Engineering Services Department
169 U Eastern White 18,17, 5 Fair-Goog |Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; | g et Property | N/A Remove Due fo 268 oggfsenta/is szt:rm White 29 5 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property | 1.8 Preserve "™ A. MOSTERT TREE PRESERVATION i
occidentalis Cedar 11,9 (29) ] ncluded bark. Development ; : 04 : : e —— ; : APPROVED DATE

Thuja Eastern White . . . L . Remove Due o 269 ThU(a , Fastern White 8 12, 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground Subject Property 1.2 Preserve A. MOSTERT
170 coidentalis Codar 27 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Development I?_CCIdentaI/s Cedar (15) nclud%d tt))arkk_ - - SN : T - PROTECTION FENCING DETAIL P—1100
7 i , nor dieback and thinning; Stems fork below breas . AUGUST 201 -
171 I(%huja Eastern White b5, 6 (26 5 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; | g iect Propert N/A Remove Due fo 270 oggsenta/is Ezzt:rm White 25, 5 (25 4 Fair-Good helzight' :ncluded barkl "9 W Subject Property 1.8 Preserve
occidentalis Cedar 2’1 o air-Goo gduéjeq bar_k;St e — ] perty Development 571 huja astern White 3,12 (12 4 Fair-Good [Winor dieback and thinnlng; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property 192 Preserve
172 |Acer saccharum {Sugar Maple ) 6 Good 00d vigour, stems fork below breast heignt, Subject Property 1.8 Preserve ccidentalis Cedar i ’ ncluded bark :
(25) ncluded bark. Thuja Eastern White 15 4 (16 , inor dieback and thinning; Stems fork below breast Subiect P
173 |Acer saccharum [Sugar Maple 32 9 Good Good form and vigour. Subject Property 24 Preserve 272 bcoidentalis Cedar 5,4(16) 4 Fair-Good height: Included bark ubject Property 1.2 Preserve
174 |Acer saccharum [Sugar Maple 28 8 Good Good form and vigour. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve - - 7310 = o~ — .
- Thuja Eastern White ; . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; ;
175 |Acer saccharum [Sugar Maple 19 6 Good __[Good vigour; Uneven crown. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve 273 | cidentalis Cedar (25) 5 Fair-Good |-\ o bark Subject Property 1.8 Preserve
176 |Acer saccharum {Sugar Maple 63 13 Good Good form and vigour; Full healthly crown. Subject Property N/A RDemove Due to I7O'huja Eastern White 27,15 . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; .
evelopment 274 identali Ced (31) 5 Fair luded bark Subject Property 2.4 Preserve
201 [hu/a Eastern White 29,19 5 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; | g ect Propert N/A Remove Due fo pccigentais edar n?ngr?jlebggk and ARG SiGRTcanT mechanical | ALL EXISTING TREES WHIcHt ARE TO REMAIN SHALL PE FULY PROTECTED
ccidentalis Cedar (35) ar-500d 11 cluded bark. J perty Development 575 [Thuja Eastern White o A Poor-Fair e e A 960 dg e Subject Propert 1 Preserve WITH SNOW FENCING OR SIMILAR STRUCTURES ERECTED OUTSIDE THE DRIP
202 Ehuja Eastern White 26, 15, 8 5 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property N/A Remove Due to bccidentalis Cedar Oardg o o ,Stemu Wi 0] s ) Yy . LINE OF THE TREE@, PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION. GRAPS
ccidentalis Cedar (31) - ncluded bark. Development _ : L— . OF TREES AND OTHER EXISTING PLANTINGS T¢ BE PROTECTED SHALL BE
203 [[hua Fastern White 23 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning Subject Property | N/A Remove Due to 276 Zggenta/is ciifrm e 21 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property | 1.8 Preserve PONE IN A LIKE MANNER WITH SNOW FENCING OR OTHER SIMILAR
ccidentalis Cedar _ . . ___ : Development 277 huj'a ' astern White 16 3 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 12 Preserve STRUCTURES AROUND THE ENTIRE CLUMP(S). AREAS WITHIN THE PROTECTIVE
204 huja Eastern White 21,8, 15 5 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Propert N/A Remove Due to bccidentalis Cedar FENCING SHALL REMAIN UNDISTURPED AND SHALL NOT BE USED FOR THE
ccidentalis Cedar (27) air-Good |\ 4ed bark. ) Yy RDevelopl:r)nen: 278 huja astern White 18 4 Fair inor dieback and thinning; Mechanical damage fo Subject Property 12 Preserve STORAGE OF BULDING MATERIALS OR EQUIPMENT.
huja Fastern White - : : - : emove Due 1o ccidentalis Cedar stem; Wooden boards nailed into stem. :
205 ccidentalis Cedar 24 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Development 279 I(7_)'huja Eastern White 35,29 6 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; | g iect Provert 3 =) 1. N0 RIEGING CAPLES SHALL BE WRAPPED AROCUND OR INSTALLED IN TREES
huja Eastern White 23,15, 8, . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; - Remove Due to occidentalis Cedar (45) air-5000 1 uded bark. ) perty reserve ’
206 ccidentalis Cedar 6 (29) 6 Fair-Good ncluded bark Subject Property N/A Development 27,12 AND SURFLUS SO, EQUPMENT, DEERIS OR MATERIALS SHALL NOT BE FLACED
207 [Thua Eastern White 22,19 5 Fair-Good |inor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; [~ g it Property | NJ/A Remove Due fo 280 Zggfsenta/is Eaezt::n White 145 10.6| 6 Fair-Good '\:lcf;j(;g('jes:fkk and thinning; Stems fork near ground; | 00t Property | 2.4 Preserve @EEOLT'EM'IQT\IOA%';\QEEB\]A’Z g:E EUI\EAPQ;EEZ \IL\I/EQILII\IEDT"\LEHEEgrE&ﬂVE I;Eggflj\f
ccidentalis Cedar (29) ) ncluded bark. Development (34) . EEDE
208 huja Fastern White 23,16,7 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground, Subject Property N/A Remove Due to 281 Thuja Fastern White 26, 15 6 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; | g bisct Propert 18 p OF TREES EXIST.
ccidentalis Cedar _ (29) ncluded bark. - Development occidentalis Cedar (30) alr>99% Jncluded bark. J pery : reserve 2
209 [Thuia Eastern White 27, 75,5 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property | N/A Remove Due o T astern White 15 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinnin Subiect Propert 12 Prosery . THE CONTRACTOR SHALL TAKE EVERY PRECAUTION NECESSARY TO PREVENT
gcidentalis Eedtar - 22(3113) . hr/}CIUd%d tt))arkk. - s — _ RDeveloplgnen;t ogcidentalis Caegt%rr — air-00 g. J perty . eserve DAMAGE TO TREES OR SHRUPS T PE RETAINED.
uja astern White 13, : inor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground, ; emove Due to ua ! i Minor dieback and thinning. Subiect Propert
210 bocidentalis _Cedar (26) | 4 | FairGood |\ ded bark. Subject Property | N/A Development 283 |ccidentalis _Cedar - ﬁ; L Good g ject Property | 1.8 Preserve 4 WHERE LIMPS (R PORTIONS OF TREES ARE REMOVED TO ACCOMMODATE
huja Eastern White 16, 15, 2 . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; - Remove Due to - i » 19, %, ; i innina: : . CONSTRUCTION WORK, THEY WILL BE cLEANLY cUT IN ACCORDANCE WITH
21 bccidentalis __|Cedar 30) | 5 | FairGood | iided bark. Sublect Property | NiA Development 284 L tatis e (5432 6 | FairGood [T0OLSE e and ininning: Slems [k neargrouind: | subject Property | 1.8 Preserve ACCEPTABLE ARPORICULTURAL PRACTICES,
212 huja Eastern White 19, 15,1 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property N/A Remove Due to - TR (21) :
ccidentalis Cedar (27) - ncluded bark. Development 285 WA astern yhite 15 3 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property | 1.2 Preserve 5. WHERE ROOT SYSTEMS OF PROTECTIVE TREES ARE EXPOSED DIRECTLY
213 hu;ls i Eaztern White 123511’(:318) 6 Fair-Good erllo(rj d(;ett))ackk and thinning; Stems fork near ground:; Subject Property N/A Rgglz\llsp%ueen:o - gﬁgentahs Caegtaerrn WS - - —roos Winor dieback and i " . - - ADUACENT TO OR DAMAGED BY CONSTRUCTION WORK. THEY SHALL BE
ccidentalis edar , ncluded bark. 4 ) air-Goo i i inning. ubject Property ) reserve _
214 / ) 24 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A Thuja Eastern White 22,18 . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground,; . IN A TIMELY MANNER T¢© PREVENT DRYING.
ccidentalis Cedar _ . . _ Development 287 bccidentalis Cedar (28) 5 Fair-Good ncluded bark Subject Property 1.8 Preserve
215 boorgentalis_Godar - 1;6531(;7) 6 | FairGood |0t ke oM eAT GO | Subject Property | /A RSQ:/Z\I/sp?nueento 288 Malus pumila  (Common Apple | “51° | /A Deag  Diending dead; STems fork at ground; Tree Nos. 289 | "g ioci property | nja | Remove Dueto 6. WIERE NECESSARY, THE TREES SHALL PE GIVEN AN OVERALL PRUNING TO
huja Egstaern White ’ . M.C . Z ba k 4 thinni Sub Remove Due fo (27) %nd §9fo growic?g throu_s:JSht canopy. S Condition RESTORE THE BALANCE BETWEEN ROOTS AND TOP GROWTH OR TO RESTORE
216 ceidentalis Cedar 23 4 Fair-Good inor dieback and thinning. ubject Property N/A Development 289 |Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 15 6 Good Ofo%eeo'(ln; a2n88wgour, em growing through canopy Subject Property 192 Preserve THE APPEARANCE OF THE TREE.
huja Eastern White 22,12, . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; - Remove Due to - .
217 occidentalis Cedar 12 (28) 5 Fair-Good ncluded bark. Subject Property N/A Development 290 |Acer saccharum [Sugar Maple 14 4 Good SfoTori;o{\lrg aznéigwgour, Stem growing through canopy Subject Property 1.2 Preserve 7. TREES SCcHEPULED FOR PRESERVATION THAT HAVE DIEP OR PEEN DAMAGED
: : 18, 15, - .. . huja astern White ) " — , PEYOND REPAR SHALL BE REPLACED BY THE CONTRACTOR AT HIS OWN
218 Thu.{a ' Eastern White 12,10, 8 6 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property N/A RSmO\lle Due :o 291 b coidentalis Codar 25 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.8 Preserve EXPENSE PY TREES OF A SIMILAR SIZE AND SPECIES OR SUcH SIZE AND
occidentalis Cedar (29) ncluded bark. evelopmen 292 huja astern White 17 3 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 192 Preserve SPECIES AS APPROVED BY THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT.
219 [hUja Eastern White 12,70,8, 5 Fair-Gooq Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property | N/A Remove Due to ol%cidentalis Cedtar Whit :
gcidenta/is (E:edar - 5,5 (19) ncluded bark. RDeveIopgwenE 293 och:I{Zentalis Caefjaerm e 23 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property | 1.8 Preserve % IF GRADES AROUND TREES T BE PROTECTED ARE LIKELY TO CHANGE, THE
uja astern White i inor di inni i emove Due to CONTRACTOR SHALL BE REQUIRED TO TAKE SUcH PRECAUTIONS AS DRY
220 ! . 29 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Propert N/A huja astern White . . . o .
CCIdenta/lS Cedar _ i i — g : ) perty Development 294 CC{denta/is Cedar 27 6 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thlnnlng. SUbJeCt Property 1.8 Preserve WELLING AND ROOT FEEDING TQ THE SATISFACTION OF THE c¢ITY oOF
201 [ Eastern White 27, 21, 6 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property | NJ/A Remove Due to 295 U2 astern White 16 3 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinni Subiect Propert 1o b PICKERING.
ccidentalis Cedar 15 (37) - ncluded bark. Development coidentalis Cedar air-Goo inor dieback and thinning. ubject Property . reserve
huja Eastern White . . . . . Remove Due to huia astern White : ) ) . X
222 | , 22 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A 206 /) 18 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property 1.2 Preserve 9. sHAUD A CONFLICT OcclUR BETWEEN TREES SCHEDULED FOR PRESERVATION
ccidentalis Cedar Development occidentalis Cedar i
293 huja Eastern White 12,17, 5 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; | ¢ iect Provert N/A Remove Due to 297 |Acer saccharum [Sugar Maple 15 5 Good Good form and vigour. Subject Property 12 Preserve c\'/\lng?l—\lH@E lf;gj@?rl'fg 5@6;UgE?NERIﬁIZP$?@LR ?_HOAJ?L_REGEEEOSLQNS?T;‘N e
ccidentalis Cedar 16 (26) aIr00ad 1 cluded bark. J perty Development 298 |Acer saccharum [Sugar Maple . 61% . 7 Fair Godgrate dlebse}(ck anfd tl?lnmng. SN Subject Property 1.2 Preserve REMOVAL OF SUCH
224 ngsentalis Ezzt:rm e 1(72’41)7 > Fair-Good '\r/mhcr;l?;:éet?:fkk and thinning; Stems fork near grotnd; Subject Property | N/A Rgg:/c;\llsp[r)nueen:o 299 palix alba White Willow 4 £1é) [~ Good Wc:ac:epivr:g?/kjlzl’lowems orienear grofine, etidec D3 | subject Property | 1.2 Preserve '
{ . . . . R - Ul : . ANY TREES DESIGNATED FOR REMOVAL SHALL PE REMOVED IN ENTIRETY
huja Eastern White 25,25 i Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground:; i Remove Due to . . . 27,15 Good vigour; Full healthly crown; Stems fork below . Remove Due to lo
226 coidentalis Codar (35) 5 Fair-Good ncluded bark. Subject Property N/A Development 300 [Pinus sylvestris |Scots Pine (31) 7 Good breast height: Included bark. Subject Property N/A Development INCLUPING ALL STUMPS AND ROOTS AND DISPOSED OF OFF SITE. NO
227 hujs tali Eaztern White 2?22)4 5 Fair-Good Mir;ocrj dcijett:ackk and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property N/A RDGSZ\I/ngr)nueen:O OS1 |Acer saccharum [Sugar Maple 38 10 Good Good form and vigour; Full healthly crown. Mu:"g \?vzln'zgad 24 Preserve PLRYING OFF TREE BRANCHES AND STUIMPS WILL. BE PERMITTED.
ccidentalis edar ncluded bark. v
298 huja Eastern White 22,12,4 5 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property N/A Remove Due to 0S2 /j:g:glbc’;des Trembling Aspen 38 9 Fair Moderate dieback and thinning. Mu:llgazlnlzgad 2.4 Preserve
ZCIdenta/ls (Eledtar - (25) '\rﬁplud%q tt;arkk. TS oK 5 RDe(raT;/c?\l/%quueento Os3 [raxinus White Ash 2 N/A Dead  Btanding snag Municipal Road N/A Remove Due fo REVISION -
209 U@ astern White p> 5(23) 5 Fair-Good | Mor diebackandihinning, stems fork near ground. | g piect Property | N/A americana , : _ i Allowance Condition SOALE ENGINEERING SERVICES
ccidentalis Cedar _ ncluded bark. _ Development . The tree health condition rating was based on factors that could include one or a combination of: ‘ .
230 huja Eastern White 5,12, 12, 6 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subject Property | N/A Remove Due 1o Poor Condition — Severe dieback, significant lean, decayed, missing leader, significant disease presence DRAWN * ~M‘§m"‘
ccidentalis Cedar 18 (25) ncluded bark. Development Fair Condition — Moderate dieback and/or lean, limb defects, multiple stems, moderate foliage damage from stress A. MOSTERT R_l_\(
231 huja Eastern White 21,13 Eai Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; Subiect Propert N/A Remove Due to Good Condition — Healthy vigorous growth, no or minor visible defects or damage APPROVED TREE PRESER\/A-HON
31 L ccidentalis Cedar (25) o air-Good |\ 4ed bark. ubject Froperty / Development 0. The TPZ is the minimum distance required for tree preservation. Where this distance cannot be provided, the tree may be recommended for removal. NOTES P68
232 nggentalis Ezzt:rm White 28 5 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A leeg/(;\llsp?nueento MARCH 2008 .0.
huja Eastern White 18, 16 . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; . Remove Due to
233 . . 5 Fair-Good ’ ' | Subject Property N/A
ccidentalis Cedar (24) ncluded bark. Development
huja Eastern White 22,12, 8 . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground:; - Remove Due to
234 . . 5 Fair-Good ’ ' | Subject Property N/A
ccidentalis Cedar (26) ncluded bark. Development
huja Eastern White . . . . . Remove Due to
235 ! . 21 4 Fair-Good Minor dieback and thinning. Subject Property N/A
occidentalis Cedar Development
- Municipal Road
236 |Acer saccharum {Sugar Maple 28 9 Good (Good form and vigour. 1.8 Preserve
Allowance
] oderate dieback and thinning; Exhibiting early Municipal Road
237 |Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 28 8 Fair 1.8 Preserve
autumn leaf drop. Allowance
Thuja Eastern White 12,14, . Minor dieback and thinning; Stems fork near ground; - Remove Due to
238 . . 6 Fair-Good ’ ' | Subject Property N/A
occidentalis Cedar 16 (24) ncluded bark. Development
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Appendix D

City of Pickering Tree Preservation
Protection Fencing Detail Drawing P -
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— 37 X 37 X 5 X 2400mm LONG T—BAR STAKES,
SPACED AT A MAXIMUM OF 1525mm ON CENTRE,
PLACED ON INSIDE OF FENCE.

STANDARD WOODEN LATHE SNOW FENCING ERECTED
AT A MINIMUM OF 1.0M BEYOND DRIPLINE OF
INDIVIDUAL TREE OR GROUPING. FASTEN TO T—BAR
POSTS AT THREE LOCATIONS WITH #10 GALVANIZED
WIRE.

All dimensions are in millimetres unless otherwise noted.

City of Pickering

Engineering Services Department

DR A. MOSTERT

APPROVED

A. MOSTERT

DA AUGUST 2015

REVISION NO.

TREE PRESERVATION DATE

PROTECTION FENCING DETAIL P—1100
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Appendix E

City of Pickering Tree Preservation
Notes P-1101



1. ALL EXISTING TREES WHICH ARE TO REMAIN SHALL BE FULLY PROTECTED
WITH SNOW FENCING OR SIMILAR STRUCTURES ERECTED OUTSIDE THE DRIP
LINE OF THE TREES, PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION. GROUPS
OF TREES AND OTHER EXISTING PLANTINGS TO BE PROTECTED SHALL BE
DONE IN A LIKE MANNER WITH SNOW FENCING OR OTHER SIMILAR
STRUCTURES AROUND THE ENTIRE CLUMP(S). AREAS WITHIN THE PROTECTIVE
FENCING SHALL REMAIN UNDISTURBED AND SHALL NOT BE USED FOR THE
STORAGE OF BUILDING MATERIALS OR EQUIPMENT.

2. NO RIGGING CABLES SHALL BE WRAPPED AROUND OR INSTALLED IN TREES
AND SURPLUS SOIL, EQUIPMENT, DEBRIS OR MATERIALS SHALL NOT BE
PLACED OVER THE ROOT SYSTEMS OF THE TREES WITHIN THE PROTECTIVE
FENCING. NO CONTAMINANTS ARE TO BE DUMPED OR FLUSHED WHERE
FEEDER ROOTS OF TREES EXIST.

3. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL TAKE EVERY PRECAUTION NECESSARY TO PREVENT
DAMAGE TO TREES OR SHRUBS TO BE RETAINED.

4. WHERE LIMBS OR PORTIONS OF TREES ARE REMOVED TO ACCOMMODATE
CONSTRUCTION WORK, THEY WILL BE CLEANLY CUT IN ACCORDANCE WITH
ACCEPTABLE ARBORICULTURAL PRACTICES.

5. WHERE ROOT SYSTEMS OF PROTECTIVE TREES ARE EXPOSED DIRECTLY
ADJACENT TO OR DAMAGED BY CONSTRUCTION WORK, THEY SHALL BE
TRIMMED NEATLY AND THE AREA BACK—FILLED WITH APPROPRIATE MATERIAL IN
A TIMELY MANNER TO PREVENT DRYING.

6. WHERE NECESSARY, THE TREES SHALL BE GIVEN AN OVERALL PRUNING TO
RESTORE THE BALANCE BETWEEN ROOTS AND TOP GROWTH OR TO RESTORE
THE APPEARANCE OF THE TREE.

7. TREES SCHEDULED FOR PRESERVATION THAT HAVE DIED OR BEEN DAMAGED
BEYOND REPAIR SHALL BE REPLACED BY THE CONTRACTOR AT HIS OWN
EXPENSE BY TREES OF A SIMILAR SIZE AND SPECIES OR SUCH SIZE AND
SPECIES AS APPROVED BY THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT.

8. IF GRADES AROUND TREES TO BE PROTECTED ARE LIKELY TO CHANGE, THE
CONTRACTOR SHALL BE REQUIRED TO TAKE SUCH PRECAUTIONS AS DRY
WELLING AND ROOQOT FEEDING TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CITY OF
PICKERING.

9. SHOULD A CONFLICT OCCUR BETWEEN TREES SCHEDULED FOR PRESERVATION
AND THE PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION, APPROVAL SHALL BE OBTAINED IN
WRITING FROM THE CITY OF PICKERING PRIOR TO PROCEEDING WITH THE
REMOVAL OF SUCH.

10. ANY TREES DESIGNATED FOR REMOVAL SHALL BE REMOVED IN ENTIRETY
INCLUDING ALL STUMPS AND ROOTS AND DISPOSED OF OFF SITE. NO
BURYING OF TREE BRANCHES AND STUMPS WILL BE PERMITTED.

City of Pickering Engineering Services Department
PR A. MOSTERT REVISION No.
K. MOSTERT TREE PROTECTION NOTES

PATE  AUGUST 2015 P—1101
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