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REFINEMENT OF RECOMMENDATIONS WILL BE REQUIRED AT THE TIME OF SITE PLAN APPROVAL
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TENDER PURPOSES UNLESS SIGNED AND DATED BY
RONALD H. KOUDYS, OALA, CSLA, LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT,
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1 Allanthus alfissima Tree of Heaven Subject Site L5) 4 5 | Good | Good |Onslope, minorold basal damage, minor deadwood, direct conflict with proposed site plan remove [none
aggressive exotic species
2 Acer xireemanii Freeman Maple Subject Site 15 3 5 | Good | Good |Gall leafspot, full form direct conflict with proposed site plan remove [none
5 Picea abies Norway Spruce Subject Site 26 55 5 | Good | Good |Fullform,branched to grade direct contlict with proposed site plan remove [none
4 Umus pumiia Siberian Eim Subject Site BHE 8 4 Fair Fair  [Multi-stem 3, clustered primary unions, loose and broad crown |direct conflict with proposed site plan remove |none
5 Uimus pumiie Siberian EIm Subject Site 25,73 6 4 Fair Poor  [Multi-stem 2, codominant leaders with included bark, epicormic|direct conflict with proposed site plan remove [none
growth, supressed
6 Umus pumiie Siberian Eim Subject Site 54,49 ] 4 Fair Far  |Multi-stem 2, snags, deadwood, epicormic growth, loose crown [direct conflict with proposed site plan remove [none
I Acerplalanoides Norway Maple Subject Site 1412 4 5 Fair Poor  [Multi-stem 2, both trunks grown completely through chain direct conflict with proposed site plan remove [none
fence
8 Acersaccharinum Silver Maple Subject Site 46,42,40,1 6 4 Fair Fair  [Multi-stem 5, pushing on west of fence, two trunks extended | direct conflict with proposed site plan remove |none
3,28 east over fence, die back and epicormic growth
9 Juglans nigra Black Walnut Subject Site 14 B 5 | Good | Good |Supressed direct contlict with proposed site plan remove [none
10 | Populus aeltoides (ottonwood Subject Site 3 5 5 | Good [ Good [Fullform direct conflict with proposed site plan remove |none
13 Acer nequndo ManitobaMaple Subject Site 65 6 4 Fair Good [Loose open crown, epicormic growth, deadwood, supressed  |direct conflict with proposed site plan remove [none
14 Acersaccharinum Silver Maple Subject Site 60, 56 b 5 Fair Fair  [Multi-stem 2, full form, at top of slope, one snag direct conflict with proposed site plan remove |none
15 |Acersaccharinum Silver Maple Subject Site ~90 ] 5 Fair Fair  [Clustered primary union with fused trunks, significant fillat | direct conflict with proposed site plan remove |none
hase on west side
16 Acer platanoides Norway Maple Boundary - subject 3 3 5 Fair Good |Canopy heavy west, trunk bend, significant fill at base on west |expect necessary site grading within critical | remove  |none
site 8127 Centre St root zone
17 Acernequndo ManitobaMaple Subject Site 19 3 5 Fair Fair  |Supressed, diminished leader, canopy heavy west significant  [direct conflict with proposed site plan remove [none
fill at base
18 Acersacchannum Silver Maple Subject Site 87 9 5 Fair Fair  [Balanced crown, dense crown, fill at base direct conflict with proposed site plan remove [none
19 Juglans nigra Black Walnut Subject Site 5 Ji 5 Fair Good [supressed, high canopy direct conflict with proposed site plan remove fnone
20 Populus delfoides Cottonwood Subject Site 3 25 5 Fair Good [supressed, high canopy direct conflict with proposed site plan remove fnone
7l Umus pumia Siberian m Subject Site 17 li 5 Fair Good |supressed, high canopy, epicormic growth, leaning direct conflict with proposed site plan remove fnone
22 Populus deltoides (ottonwood Subject Site 46 3 5 Fair Good |supressed, high canopy direct conflict with proposed site plan remove |none
23 Ulmus pumiia Siberian EIm Subject Site 1715 25 5 Fair Fair _|supressed, high canopy, epicormic growth, leaning direct conflict with proposed site plan remove fnone
24 | Populus delfoides Cottonwood Subject Site 16 15 5 Fair Good [supressed, high canopy direct conflict with proposed site plan remove fnone
5 Populus deltoiges (ottonwood Subject Site 1 1.5 5 fair Good |supressed, high canopy direct conflict with proposed site plan remove |none
26 Acernequndo Manitoba Maple Subject Site 52 25 5 ] Good | Good [typical form direct conflict with proposed site plan remove fnone
2 Thuja occigentalis Eastern White Cedar Subject Site 5,220, 1 5 | Good | Good |typical form, epicormic growth direct conflict with proposed site plan remove [none
1716
28 Thuja occidentals Eastern White Cedar Subject Site 3,204, [ 2 5 1 Good | Good |typicalform, epicormic growth direct conflict with proposed site plan remove [none
10
29 Acernequndo ManitobaMaple Subject Site 56 25 5 | Good [ Good |typical form direct contlict with proposed site plan remove fnone
0 Juniperus virginiana Red Cedar Subject Site % 25 4 Fair Fair  |slightly sparse and supressed expect necessary site grading within critical [ remove  [none
root zone
3 Juniperus virgimiana Red (Cedar Subject Site 27 25 4 Fair Fair  [slightly sparse and supressed, leaning expect necessary site grading within critical | remove  [none
root zone
52 | Juniperus virginiana Red Cedar Subject Site 50 25 4 Fair Fair - |slightly sparse and supressed expect necessary site grading within critical [ remove  [none
root zone
% Jugians x bixbyr Butternut x Japanese  |Subject Site 53 4 5 Fair Good | Assessed using the Butternut Assessment Guidelines, expect necessary site grading within critical | remove  |none
Walnut Hybrid December 2021 (Government of Ontario). root zone
Based on the Hybrid Identification Key scoring >4, this tree has
been identified as abutternut hybrid
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1 Rhamnus sop. Buckthom Boundary -subject |1,9,8 7, 35 5 Fair Fair - |Multi-stem 7, large shrub, grown through fence, invasive potential minor conflict with grading preserve |Tree protection barrier
site &106 Baseline 16,5 species
RdW
12 Plceaables Norway Spruce 106 Baseline Rd W -5 25 5| Good | Good |Significant die backand deadwood, limbed up 2 meters potential minor conflict with grading preserve [Tree protection barrier
4 |\ Aianthus altissima Tree of Heaven Location not 5) Vi 5 Fair Good |typical form, epicormic growth, low branched potential minor conflict with grading preserve [Tree protection barrier
determined on the
survey due to lack of
access
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NOTES:

PRUNE BROKEN / DAMAGED
BRANCHES USING PROPER
ARBORICULTURAL TECHNIQUES

SNOW FENCE SUPPORTED ON TOP
WITH HORIZONTAL (2x4) TIMBERS

ORANGE P.V.C. ENOW FENCE

METAL 1802MM (6'-2") T-POST
3600MM (12'-2") MAX. OC. ALSO
TO ALL HORIZONTAL AND
VERTICAL DIRECTION CHANGES

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

from the City.

TREE PROTECTION ZONE

No grade change, storage of materials or equipment is
permitted within this TPZ. Tree protection barrier must not
be moved or altered in any way without the authorization

For information contact City of London

Forestry Department at:
(519) 661-2500

ROOT DEPTH VARIES WITH SPECIES
AND SOIL CONDITIONS, MAJORITY
OF FEEDER ROOTS ARE LOCATED

IN THE TOP 6@2MM OF SOIL

l. EXISTING TREES ARE TO BE PROTECTED FROM CONSTRUCTION WITH THE INSTALLATION OF A
1200MM (4'-0") HIGH SNOW FENCE, HELD IN PLACE WITH l18o2MM (&'-0") T-BAR.
2. THE BARRIER 16 TO BE INSTALLED PRIOR TO ANY CONSTRUCTION AND MUST REMAIN IN
PLACE UNTIL ALL CONSTRUCTION 1S 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 1S PERMITTED WITHIN THE TREE PROTECTION ZONE.
5. NO MOVEMENT OF EQUIPMENT, STORAGE OF CLEANING OR EQUIPMENT, OR DUMPING OF
SOLVENTS, GASOLINE, ETC, MAY OCCUR WITHIN THIS FENCE LINE.
6. DO NOT PLACE DEMOLITION OR CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS UNDER TREE CANOPTY.
1. WHERE HIGH QUALITY SPECIMENS OCCUR ADJACENT TO AREAS SUBJECTED TO INTENSIVE
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY, WOODEN CRIEBBING SHOULD BE INSTALLED TO PROTECT TRUNKS
FROM DAMAGE IN THE EVENT THAT HEAVY EQUIPMENT BREAKS DOUN THE SNOW FENCING. 5.
8. FENCE TO BE INSPECTED BY ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANT ON A REGULAR BASIS AND BE
MAINTAINED BY THE SUBDIVIDER / BUILDER.

NOTES:

l.
2.
3. SIGN MUST BE WATERPROOF
4.

SIGNAGE MUST BE POSTED ON TREE PROTECTION FENCING
SIGN MUST BE A MINIMUM OF 4@cm X &@cm

RANDOM CHECKS MAY BE DONE BY CITY STAFF AT ANY TIME AND WITHOUT NOTICE.

A WEEKLY PHOTOGRAPH WILL MUST BE TAKEN BY THE DEVELOPER, CONTRACTOR OR
PROJECT MANAGER AND SUBMITTED TO THE CITY DEPICTING A WELL MAINTAINED AND
INTACT BARRIER WITH WEATHER PROCF SIGNAGE POSTED.

TEMP. TREE PROTECTION BARRIER - N.T.S.

TREE PROTECTION ZONE SIGNAGE

LONDON, ONTARIO (519) 667-3322.
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