REYNOLDS ROAD

EXISTING TREE CROWN

PRUNE BROKEN / DAMAGED
BRANCHES USING PROPER
ARBORICULTURAL TECHNIQUES

SNOW FENCE SUPPORTED ON TOP
WITH HORIZONTAL (2X4) TIMBERS

ORANGE P.V.C. SNOW FENCE

METAL 1800MM (6'-0") T—-POST
3600MM (12'-0") MAX. 0.C. ALSO TO
ALL HORIZONTAL AND VERTICAL
DIRECTION CHANGES

R
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RIS
GBS

sl EXISTING GRADE

UNDISTURBED VEGETATION INCLUDING
TREES, SAPLINGS, SHRUBS, GRASSES,
AND SOIL

ROOT DEPTH VARIES WITH SPECIES
AND SOIL CONDITIONS, MAJORITY OF
FEEDER ROOTS ARE LOCATED IN THE
TOP 600MM OF SOIL

NOTES:

1. EXISTING TREES ARE TO BE PROTECTED FROM CONSTRUCTION WITH THE INSTALLATION OF A

1200MM (4'—0Q") HIGH SNOW FENCE, HELD IN PLACE WITH 1800MM (6’-0") 'T-BAR’.

2. THE BARRIER IS TO BE INSTALLED PRIOR TO ANY CONSTRUCTION AND MUST REMAIN IN

PLACE UNTIL ALL CONSTRUCTION IS COMPLETED.

3. ALL SUPPORTS AND BRACING SHOULD BE INSIDE THE TREE PROTECTION ZONE. ALL SUCH

SUPPORTS SHOULD MINIMIZE DAMAGING ROOTS IN THE TREE PROTECTION ZONE.

4. NO CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY, GRADE CHANGES, SURFACE TREATMENT, OR EXCAVATION OF ANY
KIND IS PERMITTED WITHIN THE TREE PROTECTION ZONE.

5. NO MOVEMENT OF EQUIPMENT, STORAGE OF BUILDING SUPPLIES, CLEANING OR EQUIPMENT, OR

DUMPING OF SOLVENTS, GASOLINE, ETC., MAY OCCUR WITHIN THIS FENCE LINE.

6. WHERE HIGH QUALITY SPECIMENS OCCUR ADJACENT TO AREAS SUBJECTED TO INTENSIVE
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY, WOODEN CRIBBING SHOULD BE INSTALLED TO PROTECT TRUNKS

FROM DAMAGE IN THE EVENT THAT HEAVY EQUIPMENT BREAKS DOWN THE SNOW FENCING.

7. FENCE TO BE INSPECTED BY ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANT ON A REGULAR BASIS AND BE

MAINTAINED BY THE SUBDIVIDER / BUILDER.
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301 Plcea abres Norway Spruce Subject site (within road widening) 59 351 3 Poor Good  Jcanopy dieback, only top part of canopy [conflict with proposed road remove N/A ’» ! ) ' o o L \\%s‘@
presert, limbed up 3 meters widening and poor tree condition g i ’ 0 ””’-ﬁ%w — N f’@ g
302 Pieea pungers (olorado Spruce (ity ROW Stephen Street 68 3 3 Poor Fair  [topped for hydro pruning, hydro wires  [poor tree condition remove Consent required e S bl Sohodl © 1 2
through top of canopy, codominant at 2 from the City of 3 o
meters, exposed roots London forestry .
department e
303 Acer platanoides Norway Maple City ROW Stephen Street 2 2 4 Poor Fair  |pruned for hydro, inhedge poor tree condition remove (onsent required Isg= ©
from the City of !
London forestry 2 2 2
department : 1
04 |Acerplatanoides Norway Maple (ity ROW Stephen Street 2 2 4 Poor Fair  |topped at 2 meters, epicormic growth  |poor tree condition remove (onsent required 2 Ed
from the City of KEY MAP @
London forestry S 1
department
305 Plcea abies Norway Spruce Subject site 49 45 [ 34 ] Fair Good ~ [slight trunk lean, limbed up, old pruned [conflict with proposed parking remove N/A
wounds not healing, slightly sparse
306 |Mousalba White Mulberry Subject site eS| 3 |34 Poor Poor  low primary union, deadwood, included  |poor tree condition remove N/A
bark at union
308 Picea ables Norway Spruce Subject site 5 5 4 Poor Fair  |codominant stems at 2 meters, abnormal|conflict with proposed walkway and remove N/A
primary union, included bark and split at|parking/ poor tree condition
union
309 Picea abies Norway Spruce Subject site 54 5] 4 Poor Fair - |multi-stem at 2 meters, abnormal conflict with proposed walkway and remove N/A
primary union parking/ poor tree condition
310 Sal sop. Willow Subject site 65532 1 5 Poor | Good |multi-stem, primary unionat grade, 2.5 [conflict with proposed walkway and remove N/A
] meters tall, deadwood parking/ poor tree condition
3 Sal spo. Willow Subject site 7 15 5 Poor Fair - |major basal wound on east side conflict with proposed parking and remove N/A
poor tree condition
3N Sal 0. Willow Subject site [} 15 5 Poor Fair - |major basal wound on east side conflict with proposed parking and remove N/A
poor tree condition
33 Sal spp. Willow Subject site B 1515 Poor Fair - |minor trunk wounds throughotit canopy, |conflict with proposed parking and remove N/A
deadwood poor tree condition
34 (eliis ocaidentalis Hackberry Subject site 0 15 5 Fair Good  supressed, slight lean west, low conflict with proposed parking remove N/A
epicormic growth
315 Acer saccharum Sugar Maple Subject site 9 3 4 Fair Good  [supressed, covered in grape vine, minor [conflict with proposed parking remove N/A
wounds and cracks on trunk
36 Picea ables Norway Spruce Subject site 68 4 4 Fair Good  Jcodominant stemsat 3 meters, vines  [conflict with proposed parking remove N/A
growing up trunk
3 Plcea abies Norway Spruce Subject site 79 451 4 Fair Good  [entire trunk covered inenglish ivy, lower [conflict with proposed parking remove N/A
limbs supressed
318 Acer platanoides Norway Maple Subject site 2,8 25 | 45 | Poor Poor {lean southwest, fence grown, low conflict with proposed parking remove N/A m m INC
primary union, supressed > m
324 Mals so0. Apple Subject site 3 25 | 34 | Poor Poor  [epicormic growth, major wounds and — |minor conflict with proposed remove N/A a I_
cavities starting parking and poor tree condition Q <
325 Plcea abies Norway Spruce Subject site 56 45 | 4 | Good | Good |vines covering trunk, canopy slightly — [conflict with proposed parking remove N/A : O
supressed U m
326 (ercs @nadensis Redbud Subject site 201814 3 4 Fair Good  |inner canopy dieback, cavity forming at  [conflict with proposed building remove N/A o u) l_
union —
52 Plcea abies Norway Spruce Subject site (within road widening)| 54 4 5 | Good | Good  {lowers pruned, overall full form conflict with proposed building remove N/A ! D I
328 Picea glauca White Spruce Subjedt site 1] ] 4 | Good Good  |full form conflict with proposed parking remove N/A Z Z O
309 |Rhamus athartico Buckthorn Subject site B3 15 | 4 Fair Fair  Jgrown opportunistically, fence grown  |conflict with proposed parking remove N/A O < m
352 Acer saccharum Sugar Maple Subject site 64 5 | 45| Far Fair  [elevated hase, fence gate rubsagainst  |conflict with proposed building remove N/A
trunk base, cavity at 15 meters from m _I <
grade, slight lean west
333 Acer saccharum Sugar Maple Subject site 9% 6 | 45| Fair Fair  |codominant at 15 meters, wide flare,  |conflict with proposed building remove N/A
exposed roots
334 (alapa speciosa (atalpa Subject site (within road widening)| 119 6 | 45| Poor Fair  [cavity forming in centre at primary conflict with proposed walkway and remove N/A
union, minor canopy dieback, cavities  [poor tree condition
forming at prune wounds THIS DRAWING SHALL NOT BE USED FOR CONSTRUCTION OR
335 Morus alba Pendula’ Weeping White Mulberry — |Subject site (within road widening)| 32 5] 4 Poor Fair - |major wound on east side of trunk, cavity|poor tree condition remove N/A TENDER PURPOSES UNLESS SIGNED AND DATED BY
forming and split at union MARTHA BERKVENS, OALA, CSLA, LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT,
336 |Acer platanoides Norway Maple Subject site 65 3 41 Poor Fair  major split on northside of trunk, cavity |conflict with proposed building and remove N/A LONDON, ONTARIO (519) 667-3322.
with frass poor tree condition
331 Acer saccharum Sugar Maple Subject site 62 3 4 Fair Fair  |dieback at west side, low primary union [conflict with proposed building remove N/A
with incuded bark
338 Acer saccharum Sugar Maple Subject site 25 25| 4 Fair Fair  Jtrunk burl at base conflict with proposed parking remove N/A
339 |Acer saccharum Sugar Maple Subject site 34 3 4 Fair Good [ minor epicormic growth, minor dieback |conflict with proposed parking remove N/A Martha Berkvens, O.ALA. C.S.LA. DATE
340 Ulmus pumile Siberian EIm Subject site 69 35 [ 34 ] Poor Poor  Jcodominant stemsat 2 meters, open  [conflict with proposed parking and remove N/A
weeping wound on west side of trunk  |poor tree condition
34 Ulmus pumilla SiberianElm Subject site 44 3134 Poor Good  |epicormic growth, old prune wounds  [conflict with proposed parking and remove N/A
poor tree condition
342 Ulmus pumille Siberian EIm Subject site 3 35 [ 34 ] Poor | Good |epicormic growth, old prune wounds  [conflict with proposed parking and remove N/A
poor tree condition
343 Ulmus pumilla SberianElm Subject site 6l 35134 | Poor Fair  [trunk lean, sparse, lower epicormic conflict with proposed parking and remove N/A
growth poor tree condition
344 Ulmus pumille Siberian Elm Subject site 4 35134 | Poor Fair  |close to tree #3435, supressed, trunk lean [conflict with proposed parking and remove N/A
poor tree condition
345 Juglens nigra Black Walnut Stbject site 54 4 4 Fair Good  |canopy dieback, basal burl conflict with proposed parking remove N/A
346 Juglars nigra Black Walnut Subject site 19 4 5 Poor Fair  lower primary union, included bark at  |minor conflict with proposed remove N/A
union, low V' split at union parking and poor tree condition
347 Ulmus pumilla SberianElm Subject site 75 4 4 Fair Fair  |low union, sparse, included bark conflict with proposed parking remove N/A
348 Ulmus pumille Siberian EIm Subject site 46 4 4 Poor Fair Jincluded bark at union, low union, old [conflict with proposed parking remove N/A
stem removed
349 Acer negundo Manitoba Maple Subject site 87 5 4 Poor Poor  |tree topped at primary union, entire  |conflict with proposed parking remove N/A
canopy all epicormic growth, major
cavity at unionand down the north side
of trunk
350 Malus s00. Apple Subject site 24 1513 Poor Fair  |epicormic growth, low primary union  |conflict with pr.oposed walkway and remove N/A NOV.27.2024 ISSUED FOR ZBA 3,
poor tree condition
351 Tila cordata Little Leaf Linden Subject site 05 2513 Poor Fair  |fence grown, low primary union, minor conflict with proposed remove N/A
Supressed parking and poor tree condition NOV.04.2024 ISSUED FOR REVIEW 2.
A Plcea abies Norway Spruce Subject site (within road widening)| 72 5 4 Fair Good  [codominant stemsat 3.5 meters with  |conflict with proposed road remove N/A
included bark, minor dieback, hydro  [widening and fair tree condition
wire through lower canopy 0CT.29.2024 ISSUE FOR REVIEW 1.
( Acer palmatum Japanese Maple Subjedt site 9,5 15 5 | Good Good conflict with proposed building remove N/A
D Acer palmatum Japanese Maple Subject site 12,6 15 5 Good (Good conflict with proposed building remove N/A
3 Acer palmatum Japanese Maple Subject site 10,9 15 5 | Good Good conflict with proposed building remove N/A DATE DESCRIPTION No.
F Acer palmatum Japanese Maple Subject site 19,6 15 5 | Good Good conflict with proposed building remove N/A
G Amelander 500, Serviceberry Subjedt site -10 2 | 5 | Far Fair__|split forming at primary union conflict with proposed building remove /A PLOTTING INFORMATION:
H Purus sop. Pear Subject site 15 4 4 Fair Fair  Jall epicormic growth, low primary union |conflict with proposed building remove N/A
VEG UNIT#1 | Syriga spo. lilac (ity ROW Stephen Street 512 -2 5 Poor Fair  [all epicormic growth, straggly form, — |conflict with proposed parking and remove Consent required PLOTTED DATE = NOV.27.2024
grapevine covering canopy, woundsand |poor condition from the City of PLOTTED SCALE = 11
cavities forming along trunks London forestry
department
TREES RECOMMENDED FOR PRESERVATION
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307 Juglars mgra Black Walnut Subject site (withinroad widening)| 56 551 4 Fair Good  [hydro wires through canopy, slight trunk {noconflict with propesed site plan preserve N/A
e PROJECT TITLE:
39 Thya sop. (edar Subject site il ] 4 | Good | Good |hedge row, slightly supressed minor conflict with proposed preserve N/A
parking
30 | Tyasop. (edar Subject site JA] 2 | 4 | Good [ Good [hedge row, slightly supressed minor conflict with proposed preserve N/A T R H C /A\ R - P P @ P @ S E
parking
32 Thiya 5. (edar Subject site 18 2 4 | Good | Good |hedge row, slightly supressed minor conflict with propesed preserve N/A A P A P T M E N T U ﬂ L H N @
parking
322 Thuya sop. (edar Subject site B 7 4 | Good Good |hedge row, slightly supressed minor conflict with proposed preserve N/A
o J AR parking " ' / 1378-1398 COMMISSIONERS RD WEST
3B | Tyasop. (edar Subject site 32 25 | 4 | Good | Good [hedgerow, slightly supressed minor conflict with proposed preserve N/A LO ﬂ\l O [\ﬂ , O N T A R | O
parking
330 Juglens allantifole Japanese Walnut Boundary between 1386 ~55 5 5 Fair Fair  |fence isattached tothe trunk on either |conflict with critical root zone and preserve - reviewat the [Consert toinjure DRAWING TITLE:
Commissioners Road (subject site) side, dbh estimated, codominant stems {proposed parking time of SPA required from 241
and 241 Stephen Street at 3 meters, large branches have been Stephen Street
pruned, prunes healing well
33l Ulmus pumille Siberian Em Subject site 8 1 5 | Good [ Good full form, low epicormic growth minor conflict with propesed preserve N/A
et o TREE PRESERVATION
B Picea abres Norway Spruce (ity ROW Stephen Street 5/ 351 5 Fair Fair  |topped for hydro, DBH takenbelow  |noconflict with proposed site plan preserve N/A P L A N
primary union, codominant
| Acer platanoides Norway Maple 241 Stephen Street -12 15 5 Good Good |Limited view from wood fence no conflict with proposed site plan preserve N/A
J Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 241 Stephen Street - ] 4 | Good | Good |limited view from wood fence no conflict with proposed site plan preserve N/A
K Plcea abies Norway Spruce 241 Stephen Street -40 5 4 ] Good | Good |Limited view from wood fence no conflict with proposed site plan preserve N/A
L Pliea ables Norway Spruce 241 Stephen Street -50 5 [ 4] Fair Fair__{low codominant stems no conflict with proposed site plan preserve N/A DATE: SCALE: DRAWING No.
M Lonicera spp. Honeysuckle 241 Stephen Street <512 15 4 Poor Fair - |low primary union, multiple stems, no conflict with proposed site plan preserve N/A
major epicormic growth, cracks and SEPTEMBER 2024 AS NOTED
peeing bark
N Thya sop. (edar 300 Reynolds Road 5 1| 5 | Good | Good no conflict with propesed site plan preserve N/A DRAWN: CHECKED BY:
RKLA Inc. M.C.B. o
PROJECT No.
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