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< TREE PROTECTION REQUIREMENTS: X . :
oG T: - | mH-cB o oy Hou FCU He e Hou Hev Hgu l ::jé,':‘gTECTION 1. PRIOR TO ANY WORK ACTIVITY WITHIN THE CRITICAL ROOT ZONE (CRZ = 10 verify all dimensions and
Lo, L 7 G=64.47 9 —y % X DIAMETER) OF A TREE, TREE PROTECTION FENCING MUST BE INSTALLED information on site and
/ ¢ Vel / | SURROUNDING THE CRITICAL ROOT ZONE, AND REMAIN IN PLACE UNTIL ;
o *\ N — 2T i TREE TRUNK il report any discrepancy to
> / - 7\ Y - o n T — B U— 2. UNLESS PLANS ARE APPROVED BY CITY FORESTRY STAFF, FOR WORK archltect_ before
o - - ‘ S ( ( WITHIN THE CRZ: proceeding.
|&| \ } T N - DO NOT PLACE ANY MATERIAL OR EQUIPMENT - INCLUDING
e . ————— I g o= S~ v v ~ DRI, OUTHOUSES;
— O mrcm MH-ST - DO NOT ATTACH ANY SIGNS, NOTICES OR POSTERS TO ANY TREE;
’/i‘;ft},?;? Lf6ret 25, 3 ‘P EXISTING 200mm WATERMAIN. - DO NOT RAISE OR LOWER THE EXISTING GRADE;
£ IWV=6755 w m—ao 10 © SCONNECT AND REMOVE I R R R PIARITEVE - TUNNEL OR BORE WHEN DIGGING;
B N A T i ISTING 200mm PVC WATERMAIN®  — | ==| 1500mm DIA. e - DO NOT DAMAGE THE ROOT SYSTEM, TRUNK, OR BRANCHES OR ANY AI’Ch Corp Or|eanS
RS - ( | [ S S— - TREE: =
1500mm DIA. ‘ e Ny | — T - ENSURE THAT EXHAUST FUMES FROM ALL EQUIPMENT ARE NOT
- e - ) Crown of Road éﬂ 5 250mm SAN mrm — DIRECTED TOWARD ANY TREE CANOPY.
POOY O Lmoy, N INV=59.42 ( X ‘ - DO NOT EXTEND HARD SURFACE OR SIGNIFICANTLY CHANGE
wiy I o L < e @ 3 N © i 3 pScaeG
16=63.15(% & 400mm WAT : D 5 0 Ql il N 400mm WAT I =@ ™y ™ 3. TREE PROTECTION FENCING MUST BE AT LEAST 1.2M IN HEIGHT, AND
N N O w N AN AN AN AN AN CONSTRUCTED OF RIGID OR FRAMED MATERIALS (E.G. MODULOC - STEEL,
PLYWOOD HOARDING, OR SNOW FENCE ON A 2"X4" WOOD FRAME] WITH
{—05© MH=SAN EXISTING L E G E N D POSTS 2.4M APART, SUCH THAT THE FENCE LOCATION CANNOT BE . 1161 OLD MONTREAL RD,
Lo 165435 O 400x200mm® wri—ca © CRZ = DBH X 10CM. ALTERED. ALL SUPPORTS AND BRACING MUST BE PLACED OUTSIDE OF THE ORLEANS ON. K4A 3N6
f‘;’gf NE//NNVV:,@% ;ﬁ CROSS N %5=g§3’§ ﬂ_-/q_ CRZ IS TO BE 12M MIN. HIGH TREE CRZ, AND INSTALLATION MUST MINIMISE DAMAGE TO EXISTING ROOTS. '
- =59. =63, MEASURED FROM THE ; :
W INV=59.28 S INV=63.38 PROTECTION (SEE DETAIL)
£ INV=63.18 ] OUTSIDE EDGE OF FENCING AS PER 4. THE LOCATION OF THE TREE PROTECTION FENCING MUST BE DETERMINED
g Eggng’[QA[EEC[DUOUS TREES THE TREE BASE REQUIREMENT # 3 BY AN ARBORIST AND DETAILED ON ANY ASSOCIATED PLANS FOR THE SITE
( E.G. TREE CONSERVATION REPORT, TREE INFORMATION REPORT, ETC).
] o — TP‘;EG';TEGTEE%EE: 'S’S,fgég‘,iﬁi_m THE PLAN AND CONSTRUCTED FENCING MUST BE APPROVED BY CITY TREE PRESERVAT'ON PLAN
e Sl T 5ic MAX AS PER FORESTRY STAFF PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF WORK.
i mim..my‘ ] RrREQUIREMENT %3 5. IF THE FENCED TREE PROTECTION AREA MUST BE REDUCED TO FACILITATE 1 Of5
—— i GRATE CONSTRUCTION, MITIGATION MEASURES MUST BE PRESCRIBED BY AN
== e L e ARBORIST AND APPROVED BY CITY FORESTRY STAFF. THESE MAY INCLUDE
EXISTING DECIDUOUS TREES "“I".'“.%Lr il/E“@,%H"ﬂillll“' THE PLACEMENT OF PLYWOOD, WOOD CHIPS, OR STEEL PLATING OVER
TO BE REMOVED iy ==yt THE ROOTS FOR PROTECTION OR THE PROPER PRUNING AND CARE OF

THE CITY'S TREE PROTECTION BY-LAW, 2020-340 PROTECTS BOTH
CITY-OWNED TREES, CITY-WIDE, AND PRIVATELY-OWNED TREES WITHIN THE
URBAN AREA. PLEASE REFER TO WWW.OTTAWA.CA/TREEBYLAW FOR MORE
INFORMATION ON HOW THE TREE BY-LAW APPLIES.
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: scale: AS NOTED

EXISTING CONIFEROUS TREES SOIL AND ROOT DISTURBANCE NOT PERMITTED —— = drawn by: MCB

z@ EXISTING VEGETATION PLAN 10f2 REFER TO TREE CONSERVATION REPORT FOR | | REFER TO PAGE T-3 FOR THE FOLLOWING o CERO o
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AND DETAIL ABOUT TABLES: s ol o TN fe:'ew‘“":)by' ?10186‘“

SUPPORTS ARE AVAILABLE, UPON REQUEST Job number: -Toalp

<

SCALE: NTS

SCALE =1:300
) . . THE INVENTORY AND ASSESSMENT PROCESS - TREES TO BE PRESERVED { | CRIICA ROOT 10N - e > s s
|| || . | - . P cm ot date: -12-
TREES TO BE REMOVED ——= ((O 1 TREE PROTECTION SPECIFICATION — craving number
\

1:300
TO BEIMPLEMENTED FOR RETAINED TREES, BOTH ON SITE AND ON ADJACENT SITES, PRIOR
I I TREE PROTECTION BARRIER - TO ANY TREE REMOVAL OR SITE WORKS AND MAINTAINED FOR THE DURATION OF WORK
| | SEE DETAL -

ACTIVITIES ON SITE. DRAWING NO.: 1 0f1
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) TREE PROTECTION REQUIREMENTS: ; . :
—__ - 5 e :Ekjém‘g“c'”o“ 1. PRIOR TO ANY WORK ACTIVITY WITHIN THE CRITICAL ROOT ZONE (CRZ = 10 verify all dimensions and
SV tm X DIAMETER) OF A TREE, TREE PROTECTION FENCING MUST BE INSTALLED information on site and
| SURROUNDING THE CRITICAL ROOT ZONE, AND REMAIN IN PLACE UNTIL ;
E % TREE TRUNK St N report any discrepancy to
UC\I ~ o © TN 2. UNLESS PLANS ARE APPROVED BY CITY FORESTRY STAFF, FOR WORK architect before
E & 2 S ¥ S WITHIN THE CRZ: proceeding.
= - DO NOT PLACE ANY MATERIAL OR EQUIPMENT - INCLUDING
e N N OUTHOUSES;
w - DO NOT ATTACH ANY SIGNS, NOTICES OR POSTERS TO ANY TREE;
@ - DO NOT RAISE OR LOWER THE EXISTING GRADE;
PLAN VIEW - TUNNEL OR BORE WHEN DIGGING;
e S - DO NOT DAMAGE THE ROOT SYSTEM, TRUNK, OR BRANCHES OR ANY
. Arch Corp - Orleans
- ENSURE THAT EXHAUST FUMES FROM ALL EQUIPMENT ARE NOT
DIRECTED TOWARD ANY TREE CANOPY.
- DO NOT EXTEND HARD SURFACE OR SIGNIFICANTLY CHANGE
LANDSCAPING
3. TREE PROTECTION FENCING MUST BE AT LEAST 1.2M IN HEIGHT, AND
CONSTRUCTED OF RIGID OR FRAMED MATERIALS (E.G. MODULOC - STEEL,
PLYWOOD HOARDING, OR SNOW FENCE ON A 2"X4" WOOD FRAME] WITH
L E G E N D POSTS 2.4M APART, SUCH THAT THE FENCE LOCATION CANNOT BE . 1161 OLD MONTREAL RD,
_ CRZ = DBH X 10CM. ALTERED. ALL SUPPORTS AND BRACING MUST BE PLACED OUTSIDE OF THE ORLEANS ON. K4A 3N6
. Z/\MH/ST CRZIS TO BE MM B GE TREE CRZ, AND INSTALLATION MUST MINIMISE DAMAGE TO EXISTING ROOTS. ’
q o659 =+ 250mm SAN // MEASURED FROM THE PROTECTION (SEE DETAIL)
N [ nv=60.69 . OUTSIDE EDGE OF FENCING AS PER 4. THE LOCATION OF THE TREE PROTECTION FENCING MUST BE DETERMINED
MH'SEF’JQ/ /migaﬂ /// Egég\\ﬁﬁgcmuous TREES THE TREE BASE REQUIREMENT # 3 BY AN ARBORIST AND DETAILED ON ANY ASSOCIATED PLANS FOR THE SITE
e ( E.G. TREE CONSERVATION REPORT, TREE INFORMATION REPORT, ETC).
7/0:5:5»690_074 W W § R TP‘;EG';TEGTEE%EE: Cen T i THE PLAN AND CONSTRUCTED FENCING MUST BE APPROVED BY CITY TREE PRESERVAT'ON PLAN
N /%;50. 77 =64.47 N ! @ N~ oI A AR T 5iC MAX AS PER FORESTRY STAFF PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF WORK.
S (4 TN N A00mm  WAT D » [ee] N~ i mi\mlmlw‘ ] REQUIREMENT %3 5. IF THE FENCED TREE PROTECTION AREA MUST BE REDUCED TO FACILITATE 20f5
{ N = Rl‘ N g & & & GRADE i GRADE CONSTRUCTION, MITIGATION MEASURES MUST BE PRESCRIBED BY AN
== e L e ARBORIST AND APPROVED BY CITY FORESTRY STAFF. THESE MAY INCLUDE
{ EXISTING DECIDUOUS TREES "“Ii'.'“.%mgr fsﬂ%n“ﬂﬁﬁ“" THE PLACEMENT OF PLYWOOD, WOOD CHIPS, OR STEEL PLATING OVER
MH—-CB TO BE REMOVED iy %"H“"II'“ THE ROOTS FOR PROTECTION OR THE PROPER PRUNING AND CARE OF
;,/ 6;55;,.‘1896 8 < 1REE NMBER guil I ROOTS WHERE ENCOUNTERED.
S NV=64.98 I THE CITY'S TREE PROTECTION BY-LAW, 2020-340 PROTECTS BOTH
E INV=64.75 I CITY-QWNED TREES, CITY-WIDE, AND PRIVATELY-OWNED TREES WITHIN THE
| = | URBAN AREA. PLEASE REFER TO WWW.OTTAWA CA/TREEBYLAW FOR MORE
EX{ST‘N@ CON”:EQOUS TQEES | I INFORMATION ON HOW THE TREE BY-LAW APPLIES.
TO REMAN | |
<— TREE NUMBER | |
: : scale: AS NOTED
REFER TO TREE CONSERVATION REPORT FOR | | REFER TO PAGE T-3 FOR THE FOLLOWING e e sty e
EXISTING VEGETATION PLAN 20f2 g. omEmers
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AND DETAIL ABOUT TABLES: e feviewed by: Nice
SCALE :1 300 ) s ACCESSIBLE FORMATS AND COMMUNICATION ob b 211841,
" S SUPPORTS ARE AVAILABLE, UPON REQUEST 0D number: -
THE INVENTORY AND ASSESSMENT PROCESS - TREES TO BE PRESERVED TN aen soor 1o - oen | P
10 20 30m ‘ J RADIUS PER lcm DBH > < plot date: 22-12-16
I - . ] - TREES TO BE REMOVED N
1:300 l_ _\/; _l (( TREE PROTECTION SPECIFICATION drawing number:
DATE: MARCH 2021
( )1 i'z 1 V\d 1 TO BE IMPLEMENTED FOR RETAINED TREES, BOTH ON SITE AND ON ADIACENT SITES, PRIOR
I I TREE PROTECTION BARRIER - TO ANY TREE REMOVAL OR SITE WORKS AND MAINTAINED FOR THE DURATION OF WORK
| | SEE DETAIL ACTIVITIES ON SITE. orawneno: 1 of 1 -—
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TREES TO BE PRESERVED (35 TOTAL)

TREES TO BE REMOVED (100 TOTAL)

GENERAL INFORMATION SIZE HEALTH & CONDITION RECOMMENDATIONS GENERAL INFORMATION SIZE HEALTH & CONDITION RECOMMENDATIONS GENERAL INFORMATION SIZE HEALTH & CONDITION RECOMMENDATIONS GENERAL INFORMATION SIZE HEALTH & CONDITION RECOMMENDATIONS
D# | BOTANICALNAME [ COMMON LOCATION/  {DBH(m)| = == COMMENTS EXPECTED CONSTRUCTION = NOTES D# | BOTANICALNAME | COMMON LOCATION/  {DBH(em)| = == (OMMENTS EXPECTED CONSTRUCTION = NOTES D# | BOTANICALNAME [ COMMON LOCATION/ [ DBH (cm) Elzl= (OMMENTS EXPECTED CONSTRUCTION = NOTES D# | BOTANICAL NAME (OMMON LOCATION/  [DBH(cm)| = == (OMMENTS EXPECTED CONSTRUCTION | & NOTES
NAME OWNERSHIP sIE|IZ (2= IMPACT = IMPACT MITIGATION NAME OWNERSHIP SIEIZ |ZE= IMPACT = IMPACT MITIGATION NAME OWNERSHIP sIE|IZ (2= IMPACT = IMPACT MITIGATION NAME OWNERSHIP == T = [MPACT = [MPACT MITIGATION
HEIENEEE ((RZ=critical root zone) | & | CONSENTREQUIREMENTS MEIENEEE ((RZ=critical root zone) | & | CONSENT REQUIREMENTS S EIENEEE ((RZ=critical rootzone) | & | CONSENTREQUIREMENTS ZIS|ZElEE ((Rz = critical oot zone) | | CONSENT REQUIREMENTS
= |E|C |2 = Z|E|C|2E = z[E|E |2 = z|ZE|CIEE =
S ENE = S|z |> = =N =N = 2|z |2 @ 3
S |S|5 = = |S |5 & z|S |5 = S |S |5 &
TREES WITHIN SUBJECT SITE (90
TREES WITHIN PRIVATE PROPERTY ADJACENT TO SUBJECT SITE (10) (%0)
1 [Querass macroarpa |Bur Oak Subject site 0 2|5 | far [ good conflict with proposed site remove  [none 42 |Ulmus sop Elm Subjedt site 20 2515 | far | good conflict with proposed site remove  [none 94 |Quercus macrocarpa (Bur Oak Subject site 5 350 5 | fair [ good |Supressed conflict with proposed site remove [none
200 \Ulmus spp Elm 1710ld Montreal | ~25 315 |good | good [Loose crown none preserve |none planand grading planand grading planand grading
Rd 2 |Quercus macroarpa |Bur Oak Subject site 20,18 45 | far [ fair |Multistem 2, primary union just above|conflict with proposed site remove [none 43 |Quercus macroarpa  |Bur Oak Subject site 10 S5 | far | good |Supressed conflict with proposed site remove  [none % |Umusspp Elm Subject site 1 305 | far [ good [Supressed, unbalanced crown conflict with proposed site remove [none
202 |Quercus macrocarpa  |Bur Oak 1710ld Montreal -14 2 |5 |good | good |Low branched none preserve |none grade plan and grading plan and arading planand grading
Rd : : 3 |Quercss maarocarpa |Bur Oak Subjed site b 415 | far | good conflict with proposed site remove |none 44715 Quercus macro@rpa— |Bur Oak Subjedt site B2 | 35 [far [ good [Multistem 2 primaryunionat grade |conflict with proposed site remove |none 97 |Populus tremufoides — [Trembling | Subject site 1 215 | fair | good [Scurveintrunk conflict with proposed site | remove [none
203 |Quercus macrocarpa— (Bur Oak M710ld Montreal | -1 [ 2 [ 5 |fair [ fair |Lowbranched none preserve [none planand grading planand grading Aspen planand grading
Rd : : : —— : : 41506 |Quercus macroarpa |Bur Oak — [Subjedt site B,205, ] 55 | far | good |Multistem 4, primaryunionat grade |conflict with proposed site | remove  [none 4 |Tillaamericana Basswood  [Subject site N12,95( 4| 5 | far | fair [Multistem 4, primaryunionat grade, |conflict with proposed site | remove |none B [Populustremuloides — (Trembling  [Subjedt site 10 155 Jgood| good conflict with proposed site | remove: [none
2 |Quercus macrocarpa— {Bur Oak B8l Cartographe | B-20 | 5 | 5 | fair [ fair |Multistems, dense crown approx. 20% of critical root | preserve |tree protection barrier 7 planand grading minor sap sucker trunk damage planand grading Aspen planand grading
St zone expected to be removed 7 |Quercus macrocarpa— {Bur Oak Subject site 2,00 | 4|5 | far | good [Multistem 2, primary unionjust above|conflict with proposed site remove  |none 41 |Quercus macrocarpa |Bur Oak Subject site 10 2|5 | far | good |Supressed conflict with proposed site remove |none 9 [Umus spp Eim Subject site 3 2|5 |farr | good |Grapevine through crown conflict with proposed site | remove {none
59 |Quercus macroarpa {Bur Oak 1195 Old Montreal 2 51 4 | fair | good [Low branched approx. 20% of critical root | preserve [tree protection barrier grade planand grading planand grading planand grading
Rd zone expected to be removed 8 |Quersmacroapa  |BurOak  |Subjedt site 3 2[5 | far | good conflict withproposed site | remove  [none 8 |Quercus macroarpa [Bur Oak |Subjedt site 10 25 | far | good [Supressed conflict withpropesed site | remove {none 100 |Populus tremuloides— [Trembling — [Subjedt site " 2|5 | far | good |Supressed conflict withproposed site | remove |none
84 |Quercus macrocarpa  |Bur Oak 1710Id Montreal 4 515 | far | fair |Epicormicgrowth anprox. 5% of critical root zone| preserve [tree protection barrier planand grading planand grading Aspen planand grading
Rd expedted to be removed 9 |Queras macrocarpa |Bur Oak Subjedt site 8204 65 |far | far [Multistem3,induded bark at conflict with proposed site remove  [none 49 |Quercus macrocarpa  |Bur Oak Subjedt site 9,918, | 6 | 5 | far | far [Mulistem?7,primaryunionatand  [conflict with propesed site remove  [none 101 [Populus tremufoides  |Trembling Subjedt site 7 315 | far| good conflict with proposed site remove [none
85 |Quercus macrocarpa |Bur Oak 11710ld Mont real 48 715 | fair | poor [Codominant leaders, trunk cavity at {less than5% of critical root | preserve [tree protection barrier primary union planand grading 7,7.10,8 just above grade planand grading Aspen planand grading
Rd primary union, dead wood and rot injzone expected to be removed 10 |Quercus macroarpa  |Bur Oak Subjedt site 20020 | 4[5 | far | far [Multistem 2, induded bark at conflict with proposed site remove  [none 50/51 |Quercus macrocarpa— |Bur Oak Subjet site B.07 [ 5] 4 | far [ far |Multistem 3, T7DBH stem is dead with |conflict with proposed site remove  [none 102 |Populus tremuloides — {Trembling Subjedt site 0 1515 |good | good conflict with proposed site remove |none
one leader primary union planand grading girdling chainaround it at 15m from |planand grading Aspen planand grading
85b  [Quercus macrocarpa |Bur Oak 1710ld Montreal B 305 | fair | good [Supressed none preserve |tree protection barrier N |Quercus macrocarpa |Bur Oak Subjedt site 29 415 | far | fair |Codominant leaders withincluded  |conflict with proposed site remove  [none grade, primary union below grade 103 |Quercus macrocarpa |Bur Oak Subjedt site 3 1515 | fair | good |Low branched conflict with proposed site remove |none
Rd bark, primary unionat 15m from |planand grading 52 |Quercus macrocarpa  [Bur Oak  |Subjedt site b 3| 4 |poor | hazard [Significant trunk cavity (can see conflict with proposed site remove  |none planand grading
89 |Quercus macrocarpa [Bur Oak 1710ld Montreal 28 6 | 5 | fair [ good [Unbalanced crown approx. 5% of critical root zone| preserve [tree protection barrier grade through trunk) and trunk hulge planand grading 105 |Quercus macrocarpa |Bur Oak Subjedt site [ 2515 |good [ good |Low branched conflict with proposed site remove [none
Rd expected to be removed 12 |Quercus macrocarpa |Bur Oak Subjedt site 9 415 | far | fair  |Codominant leaders withincluded  |conflict with proposed site remove  [none 53 [Quercus macrocrpa |Bur Oak Subject site ) 3 4 | far | fair [Trunk fused totree #52 conflict with proposed site remove  [none planand grading
92 [Quercus macrocarpa |Bur Oak 1710ld Montreal 22 4[5 |good| good [Supressed approx. 5% of critical root zone| preserve [tree protection barrier bark, primary unionat 15m from  [planand grading planand grading 106 |Quercus macrocarpa |Bur Oak Subject site 8 1[5 | far | good [Supressed conflict with proposed site remove [none
Rd expected to be removed grade 54/55 | Quercus macro@rpa [Bur Oak Subjedt site 6,1 S5 | far | far  [Multistem 2, primary unionat grade [conflict with proposed site remove  [none planand grading
1B |Quercus macroarpa  |Bur Oak Subjedt site B0 | 65 | far | fair |Multistem 2, induded bark at conflict with proposed site remove [none planand grading 107 |Quercus macrocarpa |Bur Oak Subjedt site 8 31 5 [good| good [Low branched conflict with proposed site remove [none
MUNICIPAL TREES (25) primary union, low branched plan and grading 56/57 | Quercus macrocarpa— {Bur Oak Subject site B2 | 3|5 |far [ fair [Multistem 2, primary unionat grade [conflict with proposed site remove  [none planand grading
04 TAcer b RedMaole  1City ROW - Famil s 1112 15 Bvd.sianifiant trank d i y 1 |Ulms spp Em Subjedt site 20155 | far | goud corflict withproposed ste | remove - fnone planand grading 753 |Gleditsia triacanthos  |Honevloaust — [Subjedt site 22| 35| 5 | fair | fair |Lichenontrunk, crossing branches, no|conflict with proposed site | remove [none
@ fubrum éd Mapie y amie - PoOr6iva, SgnITiant trunk damage and | none IESErVE none planand grading 60  [Quercus macroarpa  |Bur Oak Subjedt site &) 2| 4 | far | good [Codominant leaders conflict with proposed site remove  [none var. inermis flare plan
LaporteAve : viounds : 5 |Querusmacorpa  |BurOak  |Subject site 0 | 34 | far | poor ([Multistem 2 basal rot conflict with proposed site | remove |none planand grading B4 |Gleditsiatriacanthos  |Honeyloaust — [Subjedt site 4 | 4|5 |far | good |Lichenontrunk, crossing branches  [conflict withproposed site | remove [none
205 |Acer rubrum Red Maple |City ROW - Famille 8 1155 |good| good [Blve, suckering frombase, low crown{none preserve {none planand grading 61/62 [Quercus macro@rpa [Bur Oak— [Subject site 85 | 3|5 [far | far [Multistem 2, primary unionjust above[conflict with proposed site | remove  [none var. inermis plan
laporte Ave o |Quercssmacro@rpa (BurOak  |Subject site 9 65 | far | good [Unbalanced cown conflict with propaosed site remove  none grade planand grading B35 |Gleditsia triaanthos — |Honeyloasst  |Subjedt site 2 415 | fair [ good |Lichenontrunk, noflare, minor conflict with proposed site | remove |none
206 |Quercus rubra Red Oak (ity ROW - Famille 5 1515 {good | good |Blvd, low crown none preserve [none planand grading 63 |Quercus macrocarpa  (Bur Oak Subject site B 2|5 | fair | good conflict with proposed site remove  [none var. inermis epicormic growth, minor dead wood [plan
Laporte Ave 7 |Quercusmacrocarpa— (Bur Oak— [Subjedt site BRI, 5[5 [far | far [|Multistem 3, induded hark at conflict withproposed site | remove  [none planand grading
207 | Celtis occidentalis Hadkberry — |City ROW - Famille 5 [125] 5 [good| good [Bivd, full form none preserve [tree protection fene _ ___lorimary union planand grading b4 | Fraxinus spp Ash Subject site L 51 4 | fair | poor |Visible EABgalleries, bark splitting  [conflict withpropesed site | remave  [none 56 |Gleditsiatriacanthos  [Honeylocust — [Subjedt site 20 [35]5 |fair | good [Minordead wood conflict with proposed site | remove [none
Laporte Ave 8 |Quercus macrocarpa  |Bur Oak Subjedt site B9 55 | far | fair  [Multistem 3 conflict with proposed site remove  [none planand grading var. inermis plan
- — - — plan and grading 65 [Quercssmacroarpa  |Bur Oak  (Subject site b 155 | fair | good [Adjacent tolarge compost pile conflict with proposed site | remove  |none B1 |Gleditsiatriacanthos  |Honeylocust — |Subjedt site n 415 | fair | good |Unbalanced crown conflict with proposed site | remove: [none
2 Acer ubrum Red Maple E[VRtOVX Famille I 1|3 [poor | poor BlJ,d’de,ad Ieadtelr, entire "row s |ine preserve none 19 |Quercus macrocarpa {Bur Oak Subject site 5,9 315 | far | far  [Multistem 2, low branched conflict with proposed site remove  [none planand grading var. inermis plan
gporteAve : __|EDICOMTIC growth planand grading 66 [Quercusmacro@rpa  [Bur Oak  [Subject site B |15 5 | far | good |Adjacent tolarge compost pile conflict with proposed site | remove |none 138 |Gleditsia triacanthos  |{Honeylocst — |Subjedt site 2 |35) 5 | fair [ good |Minor dead wood conflict with proposed site | remove [none
20 |Quercus rubra Red Oak (ity ROW - Famille 6 1| 4 |fair | fair [Bvd, basal damage, dead wood  [none préserve jnone 20 |Querasmaco@roa |Bur sk |Subjedt site 5 2| 4 | fair | fair |l branched, dead wood conflict with proposed site | remove |none planand grading var inermis plan
laporte Ave planand grading 67 |Quercus macrocarpa {Bur Oak Subjedt site 7 415 | far [ good [Adjacent tolarge compost pile conflict with proposed site remove  none
2B |Celtis occidentalis Hackberry  |City ROW - Famille 8 115 |good | good |[Blvd, basal damage none preserve |none 2 |Quersmacroapa  |Bur Oak  |Subject site () 315 | far | good |Unbalanced aown, supressed corflict with propased site remove  [none planand grading
laporte Ave planand grading 68  [Quercus macroarpa  |Bur Oak Subject site 8 4[5 [ far | good |Adjacent tolarge compost pile, conflict with proposed site remove  [none
24 |Acer saccharum Sugar Maple |Gity ROW - Famille 31055 |fair | fair [Blvd, basal damage, early none preserve {none B |Querusmacroarpa  (Bur Ok [Subject site T [15( 5 | far | good (Unbalanced crown, supressed conflict with proposed site | remove none grapevinginto cown planand grading TREES WITHIN PRIVATE PROPERTY ADJACENT TO SUBJECT SITE (1)
laporte Ave defoliation plan and grading 69671 |Quercus macrocarpa— (Bur Oak — |Subjedt site B2 | 3|5 |far| good [Multistem 2 primaryunionbelow |conflict withproposed site | remove {none 00 Tacer neau . ‘ - ‘ - - P - ,
— - - - — - - ) gundo Manitoba  |T7101d Montreal | B,10,10 | 35| 5 | fair fair  |Multistem 3, primary unionat grade |conflict with proposed site remove  |Consent from owner of 171
25 [Queras rubra Red Oak  |City ROW - Famile 7 |125] 5 [good| good [Bivd, inbalanced crovn none preserve [none U \Querosmacoarpa (B Ock  [Sbjed site W zf s ffar ) far Codominant leaders conflic withpropesedsite. | remove oo __ : grade : Dlan and grading Maple  |Rd planand grading 0ld Montreal Rd required
Laporte Ave planand grading 70 |Quercus macro@rpa [Bur Oak Subject site B 2|5 | far | good [Adjacent tolarge compost pile conflict with proposed site remove  |none
TR o o0 Mol |Gty ROW - Faril GRS B sron o o e o 25 |Quercus macro@rpa |Bur Oak Subjed site [ 415 | far [ good [Unbalanced crown conflict with proposed site remove |none planand grading
cer sacchar ugar Maple LI pvO o ea ile . air | good [Blvd, narrow for one preserve none planand grading 72 [vmussop Elm Subjedt site 5 | 3|5 |far | good [Supressed, unbalanced qomn conflict with propesed site | remove [none MUNICIPAL TREES (4)
aporte Av 26 |Quercus macroarpa |Bur Oak Subjed site [ 415 | far [ fair  [Unbalanced crown, bent leader conflict with proposed site remove |none planand grading - - — - - - - -
W VAcer rabram Red Maple City ROW - Famill 9 1515 |far | far |Bivd, suckering frombase, sealing_|none Dreserve [none ol and arading TR = SDedae 5 TS 1o T ool presed wbaamced oo i with proped e pr—— . 208 |Acer rubrum Red Maple |City ROW - Famille 9 1515 | far fair  |Blvd, basal wound, significant cohfllctvv\thproposed site remove  [coordination with City
. - - - ’ ; laporte Ave suckering from base, flattened trunk |driveway Forestry required
laporte Ave vertical trunk wound 21 |Querass macrorpa |Bur Oak  [Subject site 8 2[5 | far | good [Supressed conflict with proposed site | remove  [none planand grading -t base
28 \Acer rubrum Red Maple ity ROW - Famille 4 {05 | 5 | fair | fair|Blvd, trunnk wounds flone preserve jnone — ‘ — Dlan and grading__ T4 |Querasmacroarpa  [BurOak  [Subjed site 30,30 | 5| 2 | fair | fair  fMultisem 2 primary unionatm  fconflict withproposed site | remove - none 29 overassrubra Red Oak  [cityRow-Famile| 6 [125] 5 [good | fair [Bivd, basal wound, slight trunk bend corflict with proposed ste | remove [coordination with City
laporte Ave 28 |Quercus macroarpa |Bur Oak Subjedt site 9 315 | far | good |Brushpiled against trunk conflict with proposed site remove  [none from grade, incuded bark at planand grading Laporte Ave driveway Forestry required
19 |Acer rubrum Red Maple  |City ROW - Famille 9 155 |fair | fair |Blvd, significant suckering from base |none preserve |none =1 ST T e P plafﬂl'atﬂd gtfhad‘”g el primary union, about 50% of own is 20 [Acer sacctarum Sugar Maple [City ROW - Famille| 6 115 |oood | fair  [Bivd, significant basal wound, small - conflict with propesed site remove  [coordination with City
laporte Ave Uercis magaarpa 1A v ujed site ' ar o pruimlarevrﬂnib \nn(u ecbarka g)lgﬂ'a(m\j’wgra%?ﬁgose Ste femove - none 75 | Fraxinus sop Ash Subject site 12 2| 2 |poor | poor [Opentrunk splits with visible EAB  [conflict with proposed site remove  [none Laporte Ave vertial trunk wound driveway Forestry required
200 |Quercus rubra Red Oak (ity ROW - Famille 8 2|5 | fair | fair [Blvd, minor basal damage, 3 leadersnone preserve [none — ‘ — - - galleries planand grading 224 |Celtis occidentalis Hackberry ~|City ROW - Famille| 7 15 5 [excelle] good |Blvd, full form conflict with proposed site remove  |coordination with City
laporte Ave 0| Queras maaoapa. B Oak Sbjed ste ! 515 | far | oot Uinbalanced aonr ;(igfmlla(tmgvgrazr‘ﬁgosed ste femove - Jnone 76 |Fraxinus sop Ash Subjedt site 3 2|3 |far | far [Multistem 2, novisible EABgalleries |conflict with proposed site remove  [none Laporte Ave nt driveway Forestry required
2 (Acer rubrum Red Maple  (City ROW - Famille § |25 5 |fair| fair |Bivd, suckering from base, basal  [none Preserve none 31 |Querusmacroarpa [BurOak  [Subject site [ 35 | far | good |Curved leader conflict with proposed site | remove |none — . . ; . — plan and grading__
laporte Ave wound, diminished leader olanand grading 71718 | Quercus macrocarpa— |Bur Oak Subject site 7,1 315 | far | fair  [Multistem 2, primary unionjust above|conflict with propcsed site remove  [none BOUND ARY TREES (5)
7 Acrsatanm  |sugar Maple |Gty ROW- Farle 6 |15 |5 [go0d| guod [Biv, basal vaund one reserve none 7 | Bk [Sbjedst T 7[5 [far | soml [swresed fict with propesed st ~ orade,lowbranded, dead wood - Jolanand orading - :
a(Car Ugar tap v a : good | 9 » Dasal wou P uerausmagro@rpa - |8ur Uak Ubject site ar | good |Upresse (?” Ictw DITODOSG ste | remove |none 58 |Querasmacomoa  |BurOak  [ROUNDARY 5 2| 4 | fair | good [Low branched conflict with proposed site | remove |Consent from owner of 195
Laporte Ave . . Dionand grading__ 19 |ouersmacoma  [purOak  [Subject site % |44 |far| far [lowbranced, knooby unions corflict vithpropesed site | remove [none Subject site & 1195 planand grading Old Mentreal Rd required
223 |Queras rubra Red Oak (ity ROW - Famille b 1515 Jgood [ good |Blvd, full form none preserve [none 33 |Quercus maarorpa  (Bur Oak Subject site 10 2[5 | far | good [Fused at base withtree #34 conflict with proposed site remove Jnone planand arading 0ld Montreal Rd
Laporte Ave TR T TR T T e T TFsed o boe Wi e 153 p'zfﬂl.at”?ﬁrhad‘”g o oy o 80/81 |Fraxinus sop Ash Subjedt site W12,65] 25| 4 | far [ fair [Multistem 4, clustered primaryunion |conflict with proposed site | remove  [none 8 |Quersmacowrpa  [Bur Gk |BOUNDARY B | 3|5 |far | far [Wirefencegrownthroughand corflict with proposed ste | remove | Consent from owner of 71
25 |Quercs rubra Red Ok |City ROW - Famille /| 1|1 {poor| poor [Bve, contral leader dead and gone, [none preserve [none vercusmacro@pa - JArdak - ubjed site : ar- 1 good - frused ot base with tree (?ﬂ'(ﬂd’“rrplr‘ﬁpose ste | Temove none at grade, suckering from base, minar [planand grading Subject site & 171 around trunk plan and grading 0ld Montreal Rd required
laporte Ave all remaining living stems are TR TR T T it oo pa“_at\gmac - o bark splitting 0ld Moniregl Rd : : — — .
<udkers from base UerCus matroarpa. - (B Va ubject site ar-{ - good junhaianced aown éﬁgnlgnév‘gra%riggme ste | remove.Jnone 82 |Fraximssop A Subjed site 0 | 15| 3 | far | far |Visble EABgaleries bark splitting |corflict with proposed ste | remove |none 90/91 |Quercus macroarpa [BurOak |BOUNDARY -50,205( 6 | 5 [ far | good |Multistem3, primaryunionat grade, [conflict withproposed site | remove |Consent from owner of 171
- - J ; Subject site & 171 wire fence grown through trunk planand grading Old Montreal Rd required
206 |Acer saccharum Sugar Maple  (City ROW - Famille T 155 fexcell] good {Blvd, fullform fone Preserve none 36/37 |Queras macroarpa [Bur Oak |Subjedt site B5 | 5|5 | far [ far [Multistem 2, primary unionjust above|conflict withproposed site | remove  {none — : : . p\anandgradmg 0ld Montreal R
laporte Ave ant d lan and arad 83 |Quercusmacroarpa  |Bur Oak |Subjedt site 51 1| 2 | fair [ fair [Topthird of canopy dead, trunk  [conflict with proposed site remove  {none : — :
TR o ROHFaT TS TS Tt T o Tt bl v et vetcl T PR T T ara”; s Dafﬂl_a[” gtga“”g El airdling by fence planand grading 9% |Quercsmaco@pa  |BurQak  |BOUNDARY 8 | 4|5 |far | good |Supressed, unbalanced crown conflict with proposed site | remove |Consent from owner of 171
cer rubrum ed Maple I - Famille . ood | fair |Blvd, basal wound, sealed vertical ~ |none reserve |none , ) i v l - — - — - — — : ot G ; :
P Y g P R s ar- | e Multite &, ubalancea rown - (ONTICLWENropasea ste - remove - jione 8 |Fraxinsspp Ash Subjedt site o | 2] 3 [far | poor |Vvisible EABgalleries, bark splitting [conflict withproposed ste | remove [none Subject site & 171 planand grading Old Montreal Rd required
laporte Ave wounds planand grading planand grading 01d Montrea! Rd
i “Fami i i ) ) ) 39 Bur Oak ject sit 13 45 |f fair — |1low large scaffol h flict with it \ — - - — - o p " - : .
228 |Querass rubra Red Oak g[y Rto\,l/\ Famille ] 1515 | fair | good [Bivd, minor basal wound none preserve [none Quercus macrocarpa |Bur Oa Subjedt site ar air  |1low large saaffold brand ;ﬁgﬂgﬂéﬂg ra%r‘ﬁzosed site remove |none 8% |querasmacoams B 0 SWhjed Site 20 4|5 | far | far |lowbranched corflict with proposed site remove |none 108 [Quercus macroarpa— (Bur Oak EObU‘NDARY&m 10,84 | 251 5 | far | far |Multistem3, branched to grade ((?ﬂﬂl(t ngthp;roposed site remove é(l)gs;mron‘] sglner o_f H;W
porte Ave , — _ _ , planand grading Ubjedt site planand grading ontreal Rd require
29 |(Celsorcidentalis — [Hackberry |ty ROW - Famille 0 {15 {5 | fair | good [Bva, fullform none preserve [none A0 |Querasmaooaiba Dok Sbjecsite U p e (far | far Diminshed leader ;Olgfﬂ“;[ﬂg"grhaﬁ;ﬁg“ed ste ] removeJoone B |Queasmecompa  [BurOak  |subjed sie 7 | 2[5 [far | good [Supressed nflid with propesed ste | remove. |none 0ld Monireal Rd
laporte Ave - - — — . planand grading
- - - - - 4 |Quercus macroarpa  |Bur Oak Subjedt site 2,9 515 [ far | far [Multistem 2, supressed conflict with proposed site remove  [none
250 |Acer rubrum Red Maple  |City ROW - Famille 0 2|5 | fair | good |Blvd, minor suckering frombase, ~ |none preserve none planand grading
laporte Ave diminished leader
B1 |Quercus rubra Red Oak (ity ROW - Famille ] 215 | fair [ good [Blvd, qurved leader none preserve [none
laporte Ave
230 |Acer saccharum Sugar Maple  |City ROW - Famille ] 1515 [good [ good |Blvd, minor trunk wounds none preserve [none
laporte Ave
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TREES TO BE PRESERVED (35 TOTAL)

PRE-CONSTRUCTION RECOMMENDATIONS

a) PRIOR TO ANT CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY, TREE PRESERVATION FENCING 1S TO BE INSTALLED AS
PER THE ATTACHED TREE PRESERVATION DRAWINGS AND DETAIL.

z
)

o) WHERE HIGH QUALITY SPECIMENS TO BE PRESERVED ARE ADJACENT TO AREAS SUBJECT TO
INTENSIVE CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES, THESE TREES ARE TO HAVE ADDITIONAL PROTECTION
MEASURES IMFLEMENTED TO PROTECT THEIR TRUNKS FROM MECHANICAL DAMAGE. THESE
MEASURES MAY INCLUDE SURROUNDING THE TRUNK WITH WOOD PLANKS. TREES THAT REQUIRE
ADDITIONAL PROTECTION WILL BE CLEARLY IDENTIFIED ON THE TREE PRESERVATION PLAN WITH
DETAILED INFORMATION ON SPECIFIC PROTECTION MEASURES.

c) TREES APPROVED FOR REMOVAL ARE TO BE CLEARLY INDICATED IN THE FIELD (MARKED WITH
SPRAY PAINT OR OTHER AGREED UPON METHOD) BY THE PROJECT ARBORIST OR LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECT PRIOR TO ANY TREE REMOVAL OPERATIONS. ALL REMOVALS TO BE UNDERTAKEN BY
AN [6A CERTIFIED ARBORIST.

d)IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE MIGRATORY BIRDS CONVENTION ACT, 1994, ALL REMOVALS MUST TAKE
PLACE BETWEEN SEPTEMBER I1ST AND MARCH 3157 TO AVOID DISTURBING NESTING MIGRATORY
BIRDS. IF TREE REMOVAL OCCURS BETWEEN APRIL 15T AND AUGUST 3IST, A BIOLOGIST 15
REQUIRED TO COMPLETE A SEARCH FOR NESTS. ONCE CLEARED, THE CONTRACTOR HAS 48
HOURS TO REMOVE. IF REMOVAL DOES NOT OCCUR WITHIN 48 HOURS, ANOTHER SEARCH WILL BE
REQUIRED.

e) CARE SHOULD BE TAKEN DURING THE FELLING OPERATION TO AVOID DAMAGING THE BRANCHES,
STEMS, TRUNKS, AND ROOTS OF NEARBY TREES TO BE PRESERVED. WHERE POSSIBLE, ALL TREES
ARE TO BE FELLED TOWARDS THE CONSTRUCTION ZONE TO MINIMIZE IMPACTS ON ADJACENT
VEGETATION. ALL REMOVALS TO BE UINDERTAKEN BY AN I5A CERTIFIED ARBORIST.

) IT 19 RECOMMENDED THAT THE EXISTING GROUND-LATER VEGETATION AT THE BASE OF TREES TO
BE PRESERVED REMAIN INTACT WITHIN THE CRITICAL ROOT ZONE SO AS NOT TO DISTURB THE SOIL
AROUND THE BASE OF THE EXISTING TREES.

g/FINAL SITE GRADING PLANS SHOULD ENSURE THAT THE EXISTING SOIL MOISTURE CONDITIONS ARE
MAINTAINED.
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RECOMMENDATIONS RELATED TO THE CONSTRUCTION PROCESS

a) TREE PRESERVATION FENCING 1S TO EE MAINTAINED IN GOOD CONDITION AND EFFECTIVE FOR THE
DURATION OF CONSTRUCTION UNTIL ALL CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY 19 COMPLETE OR AS PER THE
PROJECT ARBORIST OR LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT.

0)NO CONSTRUCTION, EXCAVATION, ADDING OF FILL, STOCKPILING OF CONSTRUCTION MATERIAL, OR
HEAVY EQUIPMENT 15 PERMITTED WITHIN THE CRITICAL ROOT ZONEMITHIN ¢ THE TREE
PRESERVATION FENCING.

c) WHEN EXCAVATION NEAR A TREE 1S REQUIRED, AND IT [S ANTICIPATED THAT ROOTS WILL BE
SEVERED AND EXPOSED, DURATION OF EXPOSURE 1S5 TO BE MINIMIZED TO PREVENT ROOT
DESICCATION.

d)DURING THE EXCAVATION PROCESS, ROOTS 25MM OR LARGER THAT ARE SEVERED AND EXPOSED
SHOULD BE HAND PRUNED TO LEAVE A CLEAN-CUT SURFACE. TO BE UNDERTAKEN BT AN [9A
CERTIFIED ARBORIST. EXPOSED SEVERED ROOTS THAT CANNOT BE COVEREPD IN SOIL ON THE
SAME DAY AS THE CUTS ARE MADE ARE TO BE KEPT MOIST. EXPOSED ROOTS ARE TO BE KEPT
MOIST BY COVERING THEM WITH WATER SOAKED BURLAP OR ANT OTHER MEANS AVAILABLE TO
PREVENT THEM FROM DRYING OUT.

e) AVOID IDLING HEAVY EQUIFMENT UNDERMITHIN CLOSE PROXIMITY TO TREES TO BE PRESERVED
TO PREVENT CANOPY DAMAGE FROM EXPOSURE TO EXHAUST HEAT.

POST-CONSTRUCTION RECOMMENDATIONS

a) AvOID DISCHARGING RAIN WATER LEADERS ADJACENT TO RETAINED TREES, AS THIS MAY RESULT
N AN OVERLY MOIST ENVIRONMENT WHICH CAN CAUSE ROOT ROT.

o) AFTER ALL UWORK 15 COMPLETED, TREE PRESERVATION FENCES AND ANT OTHER
MITIGATION PARAPHERNALIA MUST BE REMOVED.

IMPACT

c) A FINAL REVIEW MUST BE UNDERTAKEN BY THE PROJECT ARBORIST TO ENSURE THAT ALL
MITIGATION MEASURES AS DESCRIBED ABOVE HAVE BEEN MET.

TREES TO BE PRESERVED (41 TOTAL)
L“ u HJ M HL‘ — — — — ML“ u HJ M HJ M P GENERAL INFORMATION SIZE HEALTH & CONDITION RECOMMENDATIONS
T o S o g D# | BOTANICALNAME | COMMON LOCATION/  |DBH(cm) El=zl= (OMMENTS EXPECTED CONSTRUCTION = NOTES
T — AV T dSap NAME |  OWNERSHP S|5E |22 IMPACT = IMPACT MITIGATION
— | / " A SN IEEE ((RZ=critical root zone) | S CONSENT REQUIREMENTS
1 — I S 122|122 =
1 — | \ Q S 5
— — TREES WITHIN SUBJECT SITE (6)
g - 253 |Gleditsia triacanthos — {Honeylocust  [Subjed site 22 3515 | far | fair [Lichenontrunk, crossing branches, no Jnone preserve |none
| L — var. inermis flare
1 — 234 |Gleditsia triacanthos  {Honeylocust  [Subjedt site 24 4 {5 | fair | good |lchenontrunk, crossing branches  |none preserve |none
—T (I var. inermis
T / — 235 [Gleditsia triacanthos  {Honeyloaust |Subjedt site 2 415 | fair | good |Licnenontrunk, noflare, minor none preserve [none
— ( [I— var. inermis epicormic growth, minor dead wood
— { I T - 236 |Gleditsia triacanthos  |{Honeyloaust |Subjedt site 200 | 35] 5 [fair | good [Minor dead wood none preserve [none
\? \ T - | — var. inermis
“\ \ \L J C 251 |Gleditsia triacanthos — {Honeylocust  [Subjed site 22 4 {5 | fair | good |Unbalanced crown none preserve |none
| =TI 74 — var. inermis
{ T f = %*L7 i 258 |Gleditsia triacanthos  {Honeylocust  [Subjed site 2l 3515 | far | good [Minor dead wood none preserve [none
- ! — - — 7] : var. inermis
e S ———————————— A TREES WITHIN PRIVATE PROPERTY ADJACENT TO SUBJECT SITE (10)
KEY PL AN 200 |Ulmusspp Elm 17101d Montreal -15 315 good| good |Loose crown none preserve [none
Rd
202 \Quercus macrocarpa  |Bur Oak 117101d Montreal -14 2 |5 [good| good |Low branched none preserve [none
Rd
49 2 1ydVd Z 1¥vd 49 BF 203 |Quercus macrocarpa - {Bur Oak N710ld Montreal | ~1,1 | 2 [ 5 | fair | fair [Low branched none preserve [none
99=5// X8 My 19 MY RW BLK Rd
waéo 05 -, > o - ) Q_D'Gi :9.8 .ﬁﬁﬁ Yy 2 \Quercus macrocarpa - |Bur Oak t61Cartographe | 120 | 5 [ 5 | fair | fair |Multistem’, dense crown approx. 20% of ritical root [ preserve [tree protection barrier
o 20 e 72 29 22 %@ % & 1% ) 29, 2 St Z0ne expected 1o be removed
© 7 ‘ — 59 |Quercus macrocarpa [Bur Oak 1195 Old Montreal /1 3 4 | fair | good |Low branched approx. 20% of citical root | preserve |tree protection barrier
— H H Rd z0ne expected to be removed
% 84 [Quercus macrocarpa |Bur Oak 11710ld Montreal 4 515 |fair [ fair |Epicormicgrowth approx. 5% of critical root zone| preserve |tree protection barrier
o Rd expected to be removed
R H H 85 |Quercus macrocarpa - [Bur Oak 117101d Montreal 48 715 | fair | poor [Codominant leaders, trunk cavity at |less than5% of critical root | preserve [tree protection barrier
- A : Rd primary union, dead wood and rot infzone expected to be removed
< S one leader
— — 85 [Quercus macrocarpa  |Bur Oak 17101d Montreal | 18 S5 | fair [ good |Supressed none preserve [tree protection barrier
Rd
! 89 [Quercus macrocarpa |Bur Oak 117101d Montreal 28 615 | fair [ good [Unbalanced crown approx. 5% of critical root zone| preserve |tree protection barrier
P Rd expected to he removed
g ﬁi 92 |Quercus macrocarpa  (Bur Oak 17101d Montreal | 22 415 [good [ good [Supressed approx. 5% of critical root zonef preserve [tree protection barrier
8 _\K Rd expected to be removed
g MUNICIPAL TREES (25)
204 {Acer rubrum Red Maple  |City ROW - Famille 5 1 2 | fair | poor |Blvd, significant trunk damageand  {none preserve {none
- laporte Ave wounds
= 205 VAcer rubrum Red Maple  |City ROW - Famille 8 151 5 [good [ good |Blvd, suckering from hase, low crown|none preserve (none
a( o] laporte Ave
206 |Queras rubra Red Oak (ity ROW - Famille 5 155 |good| good |Blvd, low crown none preserve |none
' laporte Ave
200 Celtis occidentalis Hackberry — |City ROW - Famille 5 1251 5 |good | good |Blvd, full form none preserve [tree protection fence
. laporte Ave
" M (Acer rubrum Red Maple  |City ROW - Famille ] 1 3 {poor| poor [Blvd, dead leader, entire "crown"is {none Dreserve {none
JL laporte Ave epicormic growth
‘ M |Quercs rubra Red Oak (ity ROW - Famille b 1| 4 |far | fair [Blvd, basal damage, dead wood — [none preserve {none
! : l3porte Ave
1B |(eltis occidentalis Hackberry — |City ROW - Famille 8 115 |good| good [Blvd, basal damage none preserve |none
H : laporte Ave
U 4 Acer saccharum Sugar Maple — |City ROW - Famille B 05 5 [fair | fair |Blvd, basal damage, early none preserve {none
laporte Ave defoliation
25 |Quercss rubra Red Oak (ity ROW - Famille ] 155 [good | good |Blvd, unbalanced crown none preserve {none
laporte Ave
26 |Acer saccharum Sugar Maple — |City ROW - Famille 4 {075( 5 [ fair | good |[Bivd, narrow form none preserve {none
laporte Ave
N |Acer rubrum Red Maple  |City ROW - Famille 9 1251 5 | fair | fair |Blvd, suckering from base, sealing ~ {none preserve (none
laporte Ave vertical trunk wound
Iiﬁ 28 [Acer rubrum Red Maple  |City ROW - Famille 4 051 5 |fair | fair |[Bvd, trunnk wounds none preserve |none
laporte Ave
29 |Acer rubrum Red Maple  |City ROW - Famille 9 1515 [fair [ fair |Blvd, significant suckering from hase |none preserve {none
e laporte Ave
20 |Queraus rubra Red Oak (ity ROW - Famille 8 715 | far | fair [Bivd, minor basal damage, 3 leaders{none preserve (none
laporte Ave
20 |Acer rubrum Red Maple  |City ROW - Famille 8§ |25 5 |far | fair [Bivd, suckering frombase, basal  [none preserve {none
L laporte Ave wound, diminished leader
©) R 222 |Acer saccharum Sugar Maple  {City ROW - Famille 6 [15[ 5 |good | good |Bivd, basal wound none preserve |none
YARD BASIN M 'O
/6=63.78 ny, laporte Ave
225 |Queras rubra Red Oak (ity ROW - Famille 6 1255 |good| good [Blvd, full form none preserve {none
~ : laporte Ave
- 25 |Quercus rubra Red Oak (ity ROW - Famille / 11 1 |poor| poor |Blvd, central leader dead and gone, [none preserve |none
K laporte Ave all remaining living stems are
§ H suckers from hase
- — 226 |Acer saccharum Sugar Maple — |City ROW - Famille ] 1255 [excell] good |Blvd, full form none preserve {none
laporte Ave ent
I 27 \Acer rubrum Red Maple  |City ROW - Famille 9 151 5 [good | fair |Blvd, basal wound, sealed vertical  |none preserve {none
laporte Ave wounds
u %’g‘ 228 |Quercus rubra Red Oak City ROW - Famille 7|15 5 | fair | good |Bivd, minor basal wound rone preserve [none
~ laporte Ave
219 | Celtis occidentalis Hackberry — |City ROW - Famille 0 1515 | fair | good [Blvd, full form none preserve (none
laporte Ave
- B0 |Acer rubrum Red Maple  [City ROW - Farnille 10 2|5 | fair | good |Blvd, minor suckering from base,  |none preserve [none
W) Laporte Ave diminished leader
LOR Ié LR ] B |Quercs rubra Red Oak City ROW - Famille I 2|5 [fair | good (Bivel, curved leader none preserve [none
() — o [ | N laporte Ave
gl %8 = 280 |Acer saccharum Sugar Maple |CityROW - Famille T |15 5 |good | good [Bivd, minor trunk wounds none preserve none
I a < s ? laporte Ave
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REFER TO TREE CONSERVATION REPORT FOR
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AND DETAIL ABOUT
THE INVENTORY AND ASSESSMENT PROCESS

Q)
®

EXISTING DECIDUCOUS TREES
TO REMAIN

< TREE NUMBER

EXISTING CONIFEROUS TREES
TO REMAIN

<—TREE NMBER

CRITICAL ROOT ZONE - 1@cm
RADIUS PER lem DBH

TREE PROTECTION BARRIER -
SEE DETAIL

TREE PROTECTION REQUIREMENTS:

l—" :ERIEEI'E?TECT'ON 1. PRIOR TO ANY WORK ACTIVITY WITHIN THE CRITICAL ROOT ZONE {CRZ = 10
X DIAMETER) OF A TREE, TREE PROTECTION FENCING MUST BE INSTALLED
e SURROUNDING THE CRITICAL ROOT ZONE, AND REMAIN IN PLACE UNTIL

THE WORK IS COMPLETE.
2. UNLESS PLANS ARE APPROVED BY CITY FORESTRY STAFF, FOR WORK
WITHIN THE CRZ:
- DO NOT PLACE ANY MATERIAL OR EQUIPMENT - INCLUDING
OUTHOUSES;
- DO NOT ATTACH ANY SIGNS, NOTICES OR POSTERS TO ANY TREE;
- DO NOT RAISE OR LOWER THE EXISTING GRADE;
- TUNNEL OR BORE WHEN DIGGING;
- DO NOT DAMAGE THE ROOT SYSTEM, TRUNK, OR BRANCHES OR ANY
TREE;
- ENSURE THAT EXHAUST FUMES FROM ALL EQUIPMENT ARE NOT
DIRECTED TOWARD ANY TREE CANOPY.
- DO NOT EXTEND HARD SURFACE OR SIGNIFICANTLY CHANGE
LANDSCAPING
3. TREE PROTECTION FENCING MUST BE AT LEAST 1.2M IN HEIGHT, AND
CONSTRUCTED OF RIGID OR FRAMED MATERIALS (E.G. MODULOC - STEEL,
PLYWOOD HOARDING, OR SNOW FENCE ON A 2”X4” WOOD FRAME) WITH
POSTS 2.4M APART, SUCH THAT THE FENCE LOCATION CANNOT BE
ALTERED. ALL SUPPORTS AND BRACING MUST BE PLACED OUTSIDE OF THE
CRZ, AND INSTALLATION MUST MINIMISE DAMAGE TO EXISTING ROOTS.
(SEE DETAIL)

PLAN VIEWY

1.2M MIN. HIGH TREE
PROTECTION

CRZ = DBH X 10CM.

CRZ IS TOBE

MEASURED FROM THE

OQUTSIDE EDGE OF
THE TREE BASE CRZ

TREE PROTECTION
SIGNAGE AS PER
CITY STANDARD

FENCING AS PER 4. THE LOCATION OF THE TREE PROTECTION FENCING MUST BE DETERMINED
/ CRZ REQUIREMENT # 3 BY AN ARBORIST AND DETAILED ON ANY ASSOCIATED PLANS FOR THE SITE
( E.G. TREE CONSERVATION REPORT, TREE INFORMATION REPORT, ETC).

POSTS TO BE

THE PLAN AND CONSTRUCTED FENCING MUST BE APPROVED BY CITY
FORESTRY STAFF PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF WORK.

IF THE FENCED TREE PROTECTION AREA MUST BE REDUCED TO FACILITATE
CONSTRUCTION, MITIGATION MEASURES MUST BE PRESCRIBED BY AN
ARBORIST AND APPROVED BY CITY FORESTRY STAFF, THESE MAY INCLUDE

SPACED AT 2.4M
OIC MAX AS PER
REQUIREMENT # 3 5.

GRADE GRADE

===t

|| T llll THE PLACEMENT OF PLYWQOOD, WOOD CHIPS, OR STEEL PLATING OVER
it

THE ROOTS FOR PROTECTION OR THE PROPER PRUNING AND CARE OF
ROOTS WHERE ENCOUNTERED.
THE CITY'S TREE PROTECTION BY-LAW, 2020-340 PROTECTS BOTH
CITY-OWNED TREES, CITY-WIDE, AND PRIVATELY-OWNED TREES WITHIN THE
URBAN AREA. PLEASE REFER TO WWW.OTTAWA.CA/TREEBYLAW FOR MORE
INFORMATION ON HOW THE TREE BY-LAW APPLIES.

i
G : I
g Wiy -
P e |
/ = |
|
|
|

SOIL AND ROOT DISTURBANGE NOT PERMITTED —— |

ACCESSIBLE FORMATS AND COMMUNICATION
SUPPORTS ARE AVAILABLE, UPON REQUEST

> SCALE: NTS <
TREE PROTECTION SPECIFICATION
DATE: MARCH 2021
TO BE IMPLEMENTED FOR RETAINED TREES, BOTH ON SITE AND ON ADJACENT SITES, PRIOR
TO ANY TREE REMOVAL OR SITE WORKS AND MAINTAINED FOR THE DURATION OF WORK
ACTIVITIES ON SITE.
orawNgNo: ] Of 1
\. J

RE-ISSUED FOR SITE PLAN CONTROL

" JAN.27.2023 APPLICATION & ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT MeB
10. DEC.16.2022 RE-ISSUED FOR MOLTC WORKING DRAWINGS MCB
9. AUG.19.2022  ISSUED FOR SITE PLAN CONTROL APPLICATION ~ MCB
8. AUG.19.2022 ISSUED FOR ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT MCB
7. JUL.29.2022 ISSUED FOR ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT MCB
6. FEB.24.2022 ISSUED FOR ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT MCB
5. DEC.02.2021  ISSUED FOR SPA & ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT ~ MCB
4, NOV.19.2021 ISSUED FOR 100% DD MCB
3. NOV.19.2021 ISSUED FOR ZBA/SPA MCB
2. 0CT.22.2021 ISSUED FOR 50% DD MCB
1. AUG.26.2021 ISSUED FOR 100% SD MCB
# date: revision: by:
revisions
All drawing and
specifications are the
property of the architect.
The contractor shall
verify all dimensions and
information on site and
report any discrepancy to
architect before
proceeding.
Arch Corp - Orleans
1161 OLD MONTREAL RD,
ORLEANS ON, K4A 3N6
40f5
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KEY PLAN

104

105

106

REFER TO TREE CONSERVATION REPORT FOR
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AND DETAIL ABOUT
THE INVENTORY AND ASSESSMENT PROCESS

REFER TO PAGE T-4 FOR THE FOLLOWING

TABLES:
- TREES TO BE PRESERVED

107

/108 (BDRY)

\ 1171 OLD MONTREAL RD

[
E
E)

L)

TREE PROTECTION Z RRIER
A

210

SSIB(SG)
0.04 North
0.06 East

LEGEND

EXISTING DECIDUOUS TREES
TO REMAIN
5 < TREE NUMBER

EXISTING DECIDUOUS TREES
TO BE REMOVED
8 < TREE NMEER

EXISTING CONIFEROUS TREES
TO REMAN

< TREE NUMBER

EXISTING CONIFEROUS TREES
TO BE REMOVED

9 < TREE NIMBER

e N
/ \ CRITICAL ROOT ZONE - 10cm
\ ] RADIUS PER lem DBH
N s
| |
I I TREE PROTECTION BARRIER -
| | SEE DETAIL
| I |

FENCING

CRZ = DBH X 10CM.
CRZ IS TOBE
MEASURED FROM THE
OQUTSIDE EDGE OF
THE TREE BASE

TREE PROTECTION
SIGNAGE AS PER
CITY STANDARD

GRADE -
e

Ryt

PLAN VIEWY

|—— TREE PROTECTION

—— TREE TRUNK

TREE PROTECTION REQUIREMENTS:

1. PRIOR TO ANY WORK ACTIVITY WITHIN THE CRITICAL ROOT ZONE (CRZ = 10
X DIAMETER) OF A TREE, TREE PROTECTION FENCING MUST BE INSTALLED
SURROUNDING THE CRITICAL ROOT ZONE, AND REMAIN IN PLACE UNTIL
THE WORK IS COMPLETE.

2. UNLESS PLANS ARE APPROVED BY CITY FORESTRY STAFF, FOR WORK
WITHIN THE CRZ:

- DO NOT PLACE ANY MATERIAL OR EQUIPMENT - INCLUDING
OUTHOUSES;

- DO NOT ATTACH ANY SIGNS, NOTICES OR POSTERS TO ANY TREE;

- DO NOT RAISE OR LOWER THE EXISTING GRADE;

- TUNNEL OR BORE WHEN DIGGING;

- DO NOT DAMAGE THE ROOT SYSTEM, TRUNK, OR BRANCHES OR ANY
TREE;

- ENSURE THAT EXHAUST FUMES FROM ALL EQUIPMENT ARE NOT
DIRECTED TOWARD ANY TREE CANCPY.

- DO NOT EXTEND HARD SURFACE OR SIGNIFICANTLY CHANGE
LANDSCAPING

3. TREE PROTECTION FENCING MUST BE AT LEAST 1.2M IN HEIGHT, AND

1.2M MIN. HIGH TREE

PROTECTION
FENCING AS PER

= =y ==

REQUIREMENT # 3

POSTS TO BE
SPACED AT 2.4M
OIC MAX AS PER

CONSTRUCTED OF RIGID OR FRAMED MATERIALS (E.G. MODULOC - STEEL,
PLYWOOD HOARDING, OR SNOW FENCE ON A 2”X4” WOOD FRAME) WITH
POSTS 2.4M APART, SUCH THAT THE FENCE LOCATION CANNOT BE
ALTERED. ALL SUPPORTS AND BRACING MUST BE PLACED OUTSIDE OF THE
CRZ, AND INSTALLATION MUST MINIMISE DAMAGE TO EXISTING ROOTS.
(SEE DETAIL)

. THE LOCATION OF THE TREE PROTECTION FENCING MUST BE DETERMINED

BY AN ARBORIST AND DETAILED ON ANY ASSOCIATED PLANS FOR THE SITE
( E.G. TREE CONSERVATION REPORT, TREE INFORMATION REPORT, ETC).
THE PLAN AND CONSTRUCTED FENCING MUST BE APPROVED BY CITY
FORESTRY STAFF PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF WORK.

i
UiE]  REQUIREMENT #3 5. IF THE FENCED TREE PROTECTION AREA MUST BE REDUCED TO FACILITATE
i GRADE CONSTRUCTION, MITIGATION MEASURES MUST BE PRESCRIBED BY AN
it mem%"“gwll ARBORIST AND APPROVED BY CITY FORESTRY STAFF. THESE MAY INCLUDE
T 'E"ﬁgmmi. gl THE PLACEMENT OF PLYWOOD, WOOD CHIPS, OR STEEL PLATING OVER
W-“nll" THE ROOTS FOR PROTECTION OR THE PROPER PRUNING AND CARE OF
gl ROOTS WHERE ENCOUNTERED.

I THE CITY'S TREE PROTECTION BY-LAW, 2020-340 PROTECTS BOTH

I CITY-OWNED TREES, CITY-WIDE, AND PRIVATELY-OWNED TREES WITHIN THE
| URBAN AREA. PLEASE REFER TO WWW.OTTAWA.CA/TREEBYLAW FOR MORE
| INFORMATION ON HOW THE TREE BY-LAW APPLIES.
I
I
I
I

SOIL AND ROOT DISTURBANGE NOT PERMITTED —— |

ACCESSIBLE FORMATS AND COMMUNICATION
SUPPORTS ARE AVAILABLE, UPON REQUEST

>
(@ﬂa\m

SCALE: NTS
TREE PROTECTION SPECIFICATION
DATE: MARCH 2021
TO BEIMPLEMENTED FOR RETAINED TREES, BOTH ON SITE AND ON ADJACENT SITES, PRIOR
TO ANY TREE REMOVAL OR SITE WORKS AND MAINTAINED FOR THE DURATION OF WORK
ACTIVITIES ON SITE. DRAWING NO.: 1 of 1
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ALL DRAWINGS REMAIN THE PROPERTY OF THE LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECT AND SHALL NOT BE REPRODUCED OR REUSED
WITHOUT THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS WRITTEN PERMISSION.

THIS DRAWING SHALL NOT BE USED FOR CONSTRUCTION OR
TENDER PURPOSES UNLESS SIGNED AND DATED BY
RONALD H. KOUDYS, OALA, CSLA, LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT,
LONDON, ONTARIO (519) 667-3322.

Ronald H. Koudys, O.A.L.A. C.S.LA.
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4. NOV.19.2021 ISSUED FOR 100% DD MCB
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proceeding.
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