HAND GRADING AREA DRAWING NOTES:
AREA TO BE EXCAVATED BY HAND UNDER THE 1. TAG NUMBERS MARKED WITH AN ASTERISK (*) HAVE NOT BEEN LOCATED.BY AN ONTARIO LAND SURVEYOR; THEIR LOCATIONS HAVE BEEN APPROXIMATED
SUPERVISION OF A QUALIFIED ARBORIST PRIOR TO 2. FOR CLARITY, MINIMUM REQUIRED TPZs HAVE NOT BEEN ADDED TO TREES LOCATED WITHIN THE CENTRAL PORTION OF THE SUBJECT SITE TREE INVENTORY AND PRESERVATION RECOMMENDATIONS
RETAINING WALL CONSTRUCTION OR SITE .
GRADING. # 4 46 . -
AﬂENgrllN%xé%Bs%BlSFIOB(%SPF&JE&'\AATE&OLPFE)RNUNING 33 cmd TAG # COMMON NAME LATIN BINOMIAL DBH (cm) TPz";}n) Cat. | CONDITION | % CONDITION RATING REMARKS RECOMMENDATIONS
g R R
STANDARDS. HAAT 291 | Black Walnut Juglans nigra 25 18 | SL Very Good 85 Misshapen trunk Conflicts with proposed walkway ,
i ' REMOVE SUBJECT
#304 #294 H 63 cmo 292 | Green Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 45 3.0 SL Very Poor 10 Infested with Emerald Ash Borer RO rnts rermoval 2TE
/ 49 cmg¢
N #303 17 eme ,—1#7223} #448 203 | Sugar Maple Acer saccharum 17 1.8 SL Good 60 Pruning stubs; suppressed crown EE%I%LEwith proposed parking area
} #30 . - // 7 N $ 14x11x16 cm@ #292 #291 ° & X o 294 | Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 17 1.8 SL Fair 50 Listing to the northwest; deadwood throughout crown | = = o proposed parking area
| 5 \ YATCH EX./PL GRADE AND | N INV. 289.46 — : -
/ !—49 cmo // \ #296 45 _cmé 25 cmg LOPE TO /SITE/3:1 MAX. e 4\ a"l';‘\l\\//- 22?3%‘;12 295 | Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 16x14x11 | 1.8 SL Fair 50 b;igr;girfoc:gagorthwest, deadwood throughout crown; EEMI%/SEwith proposed parking area
o [ / g \ 17 cm¢ \ MATCH INTO |FUT. KW | o ~ . — - T oEOvE
A 1. — . | 592.75EX X l_ SWALE I_GRADE AT 3{1 MA u &S 206 Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 17 18 sL Fair 50 I\_I;itelr;gir:oc:z\j’:orthwest, deadwood throughout crown; Conficts with proposed parking area
J 1 2 o o — (=}
/ : T/W T/ VA | L) s}
89 cm¢ 92+ 64T/ W \ Ol /W 7 B/W 3 291.B3JEX CL ) SRR .
N ET. W'ALL | _ / 292.35 291.608/ / [ 7] me—¢ |} ROW \’JJ‘ 3 >J::| 297 Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 31 24 sL Very Poor 10 Snag at 2.5 metres; decaying; epicormic branching REMQVE _ _
N HEIGHT: 1.20m e ll 291.55|8 /W g o /// 291.55 29.4 O m 5 only Conflicts with proposed grading
> < 291.30]T/ . — —— . @=5=-0 291.908,'W| 291.55] o <f" = s . :
- - ! 75 zgm{[ = 291.60[T/C | [291,50] \\\ ~a ! Y Sore0! O > 3] Bark sloughed off western to northern sides of bole; REMOVE
293.3¢- j 1 X B B 291.45]  / . -8% s — - @ = 298 Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 54 3.6 SL Very Poor 15 large deadwood; large scaffold has failed onto Tree ) ) )
'—------l ‘O& [ 7 -— > > #299 Conflicts with proposed grading
CB 6 L & E \
#299 1 ;2P2§811'125 [291.25H 0% / \ / // ﬁ ’E’ i 299 Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 21x18 1.8 SL Very Poor 20 2 stems from base; basal decay; extensive deadwood EEr':Aﬂgz\t/szith proposed driveway
e 20 s : | KEY PLAN
21x18 cm¢ \ =
A 3 3 o #449 > 300 Black Walnut Juglans nigra 89 6.0 PP Very Good 85 Minor deadwood; stubs; on property to the northwest FREﬁI'_:I'i\Z/E & F.’ROTECT
- ITHE MECHANIZAL ROOM 1$ IN/THE SOUTH d . ) nstal encing KEY PLAN NOT TO SCALE
201.401T/C > ‘ - = | 39 cm¢
#298 ~ . \ ¢ = \\ = BUILDING AND' THE TIM HORTONS WILL HAVE > |> Al f , Y \7 - -
L X 2 291.45]T/C {291.45] e X / NN L A WATER MEMER IN THE/CEILING SPACE FED Jl e N ‘;;‘/ E: i Wounded on west side; top has died back on both CONSULTING ARBORIST
54 cmd < RN ,\_ko - 9 ) ° o FROM THE MAIN MECHANICAL ROOM, REFER ] Q) } 301 White Cedar Thuja occidentalis 31 2.4 PP Poor 30 co-dominant leaders; on adjacent property to the RETAIN
- 91.5(0) & |TO MECHANICAL DRAWINGS/FOR DETAILS. %
i N A X #441 3 _.7[_ — #450 north/boundary tree
¢ % 1 SAN
#297 - \5‘,2:6’00 \ i @ A j( 38 _Cm®|ONN. Wounded but sealed on west side of bole; leaning to
31 cmo A 29 cm? - f 4 /) m | | y EII-ISI-:C(glI\'l\IhlIJESg'IPE EX|STING 5AN|TA§_IY SET}QSE IS TO BE 302 White Cedar Thuja occidentalis 28 1.8 PP Poor 40 the southwest; multiple dominant leaders; suppressed | RETAIN
XK e 1 =EL . crown
' ‘ R m'//l’\S‘ 7 \ H 7 291.4 #451
#4391 | Q T (}\e: ¢+ Ty 3 5.11 REMOVE
} AN 0.14 ' S AL ) 44 cmg¢ . ) oVE )
28%.37 g Y] ~ 2m= m o . ; ; ; Large longitudinal wound on west side; decay at root | Conflicts with proposed grading
22 cmé 3 { © 555 2%911"240 /C N i 0.1 4 I | /1 65 VC SAN @ 2.00% > 303 White Cedar Thuja occidentalis 47 3.0 PP Good 60 crown Consent required to remove tree on adjacent TREE CARE &
o |l . N ‘ b AN INV. Py private property
K SIEE A, 8m—200mm JINSUL. o1 S ‘— 3 49m-— h T URBAN FORESTRY CONSULTANTS INC
q D . 9 . o = G Y / o = - = °
#440 5 #437 Toom Ve STM @ 0.20% A 3 | ) PV 2007 #452 % Woodbecker d t side of bole: holl ZEMﬂ‘O\t/E ith d gradi P.O. BOX 2453 (STN. B) RICHMOND HILL, ON L4E 1AS
2. - A 5P @ 208% g ¢ i . ; ; . oodpecker damage on west side of bole; hollow onflicts with proposed grading 0. 3 . L, E
37 cm@ 9 51 cmg o XD 3% dm—20 N z{% J R 5 N\ / ] L 27]EX 36 _cm? — 304 White Cedar Thuja occidentalis 49 3.0 PP Good 60 sounding Consent required to remove tree on adjacent T: (905) 773-1733 E: INFO@7OAKSTREECARE.CA
7 N 9 (CALE Blits ¢ PVE STM |B 0.3 B o y 28870 N & ) 1 private property
RET. WA MOUNTABLE {CU " [ o 288.7 L ' v N
HEIGHT: N MHYE > LB L 7 = Y O 287.95 JTURE ROW o Leaning to the northeast; ive epicormi REMOVE
\ ~<£% @D ETHAL DENING EX. 250mm| SAN [INV. 287.56 . eaning to the northeast; extensive epicormic
g _ #442 - 2 CONIROL NO ROOF ' g 2 jU> MATCH SPRINGLINES AND CONNECT SAN 305 | Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 49 3.0 SL Poor 40 branching; large deadwood Conflicts with proposed driveway
E 21 omé s i 14.9rh—150mm PVC SERVICE CONNECTJON AT INV. 287.61 TO LEGEND
: - EX. 250mm| SAN [AS PER R.O.P. STDS.
91.35 S X% 291.@/0 = 916, <2 o WATERSgER ngE SAN © 2.00% mm 413 | White Cedar Thuja occidentalis 34 2.4 SL Very Good 90 EEm%/szith roposed parking area
#438 430 T8 = BHE Iy . R
¥ 15 cmé Z ON E % 0.3mD T lex~ TN _300mme PVC WM WITH [TARPING - 414 | White Spruce Picea glauca 54 36 | sL Very Good 20 Imbalanced crown REMOVE , EXISTING DECIDUOUS TREE
: 22 cm9® 2 3 Conflicts with proposed parking area
- \‘ = L. 135 cme|10N 8m SLEEVE AND VB C/W 100mm¢ PVC
#432 S TOP 19 cmg] 3050 A\° 32x27 cmé ' T T SDR18 DOMESTIC SPLIT [AS PER _ ' REMOVE
24 cme N #433 #435 E,_' | o 3985 g X281.10]EX ROP [STDS. 1-6-4, 1—-8-4 415 | White Spruce Picea glauca 38 24 SL Very Good 90 Imbalanced crown Conflicts with proposed parking area Q EXISTING CONIFEROUS TREE
% 29 [ “ : gle 7 . ] 3
N NI L < A |24x23018 cme Qlz INFILTRATION ~iy 150mm¢ PVC SORTE| | U00mme PVC SDR18 MPICH INT2 ; , REMOVE
#431 '5 f“; g = 5 S BH X£IOX cm IEE I TRENCH 1.5t | FIRE LINE STUE M POMESTIC WATER STUH FHISTING) CSW 416 Sugar Maple Acer saccharum 38 24 SL Very Good 90 Included bark at main crotch Conflicts with proposed parking area #1 229
M =llel~ | GWL 289, Slo -
24 cmé s oM>|>]5 § § O, ¥ #434 b0 Pe g}g\;"’; 520&‘);—/ Co-dominant stems with included bark at main crotch; | peyviove 29 ome TREE TAG NUMBER & DIAMETER MEASUREMENT
#430 N T = = B = 33x21 s / .“_’/ ’ i, | ; 417 | Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 39x 34 4.8 SL Good 70 crown is imbalanced to the west; minor deadwood in | ~ e " proposed parking area
i x21 cm = SAN INV. 289.15 |
150 150mme PVC SDR18| WATER crown
15 cm¢\| < Q S :f%" . ~SERVICE CONNECTION o
= I= 4 291.45 _ 156765 ) . REMOVE
Q B[S - D _ 1.2m—150mm | X2E1.09] X{291.19] EX , 418 | Balsam Fir Abies balsamea 49 3.0 SL Very Good el Excellent form i . /
#429\,%\ 2l T 9 (d = PC SAN @ 2.00% O\S‘ THE UNUSED EXISTING WATER SERVICE 1S| TO BE R Conflicts with proposed driveway \ /\ MINIMUM TREE PROTECTION DISTANCE
fo2] [o2] .
I [55 291.30]| _ — #p N (& SCONNEETED—AS—PER PEEE—STANDARD AND THE a . Hedgerow; crowns lifted; crown suppressed due to REMOVE ~
21 cmg o N Mmoo = §2 CRU ¥gp4§91 o ROPERTY LINE[VALVES AND BOXES ARE|TO BE REMOVED.S"‘ 419 | Colorado Blue Spruce | Picea pungens cv. 13 1.8 SL Good 65 shao?ing; thin crown PP Conflicts with proposed parking area
N % = < DA 4 . 3 11 SW TO| SLOPE |AT 2% TOWARD THE LANDSCAPE. 3
#428 \‘ L) & e S0l x y. 29;&45 \ r n ggg;;z —T ATCH INTO F 'I)'( ROW GRADE AT 3:1 MAX 7] 420 Colorado Blue Spruce Picea pungens cv. 16 18 sL Eair 50 Hedgerow; top failed and secondary leader REMOVE 0 0
25 cmd g A S - [V 231‘ Osq iJ[ _// Y Eh\}lggm&)Ns,\lAN 2 P ’ ’ established Conflicts with proposed parking area TREE TO BE REMOVED
E @ 1 . . 1 D
X ‘ TOP 291.30 THE UNUSED EXISTING SANITARY|SERVICE| IS TO BE e
#427 WALL | « i ﬁgz/:%éz 2§ EZ% .65 >_ r‘ISC(>)<NME'.‘.TFD XS 1PEF($mEnEESLAI§T/ NDARD. i 421 Colorado Blue Spruce Picea pungens cv. 21 1.8 SL Fair 50 Hedgerow; suppressed crown; crown lifted EEMI%:/SEWith proposed driveway
T 0.30m . — @@ [591.08] EXJERVICE CONN. EX. CBMH |
I ROOF DRAINS TO BE THALER RD—14 29
23 cmg 1 T /C 91.60 CONTROL WITH NO ROOFTOP CONTROLS. g IIu\\// ggg%g \7 422 Colorado Blue Spruce Picea pungens cv. 16 1.8 SL Fair 50 Hedgerow; suppressed crown; crown lifted EEr':Aﬂgz\t/szith proposed driveway smmmmms TREE PRESERVATION FENCING
i W INV. 289.47
o FUTYRE ROW ' ' ) .
/ ) > ': L.— wDENING \ 423 Colorado Blue Spruce Picea pungens cv. 15 1.8 SL Fair 50 Hedgerow; suppressed crown; crown lifted g%ﬂfmh proposed driveway [ — S|TE BOUNDARY
EA o
s N
2#5402m6¢ &A //T/C PN 0.9% WI?( ‘ |291.65] //—\]mﬂEX 247 4 424 | Colorado Blue Spruce | Picea pungens cv. 22 1.8 SL Fair 50 Hedgerow; suppressed crown; crown lifted EEMI%/SEWith proposed driveway
291, 7/C|291.60 — . | Lo Y]
; \ 8 i = X :
\ [291.40 b = RELAZ|SIDEWALK WITH 2 425 Colorado Blue Spruce Picea pungens cv. 20 1.8 SL Fair 50 Hedgerow; suppressed crown; crown lifted EEMI%/SEWith proposed grading
—=d (&
UATCH B, PL ouE : sl pzgye A== || 1 massec ;
. - m i : . . ;
WALL 3:1 MAX. (ﬂ) L g $CE)!|!>AH2QA1\$€ A 591.45 m%éo e 291.20| /—S'\ftm:%\?ogg o : Y, g 426 Colorado Blue Spruce Picea pungens cv. 28 1.8 SL Fair 50 Hedgerow; suppressed crown; crown lifted Conflicts with proposed grading
> N 289.92 / )—-BRA i > S .30% p
= S E 289.85 . ON"‘D";\'- e ] RELOCATE EX. ;8 S ® 427 Colorado Blue Spruce | Picea pungens cv. 23 1.8 SL Fai 50 Hedgerow; suppressed crown; crown lifted REMOVE
B9 ] k! ‘m LCIZB?J%ZO \E . / S 5 POLE 3 g o P pung : : air 9 - Supp ’ Conflicts with proposed grading
#425 i 5| ABH-3 _ 32.0m—200m N 291.20| [291.15 / > 'S
oflo N N Ne——— I _£99./V | \ 4
20 eme = GWL 289.0m 16 291.15 {.5% PVC STM %0'3 R [£91.45} T X 29 ZOL‘v J12—91£E> Ne EX z . x@:z 12JEx cL \E)? vl 289,29 428 Colorado Blue Spruce | Picea pungens cv. 25 1.8 SL Fair 50 Hedgerow; suppressed crown; crown lifted g%ﬂfmh proposed grading
1 - ! > e
- ae ~— 7 l L o \ . ) ! . . REMOVE
#424 ; ch \/ \ \5P ¥ 1.5% 1§ A 15"?&"-62%0:?(1)? Y N —ﬁ—z o 429 Colorado Blue Spruce | Picea pungens cv. 21 1.8 SL Fair 50 Hedgerow; suppressed crown; crown lifted Conflicts with proposed grading
22 cm¢ M3 e PVC STM 4 0.30% - 3
~l| 251.35 'H s : z ! . _ . REMOVE
] W , 3 y 3 Colorado Blue Spruce Picea pungens cv. . Hedgerow; suppressed crown; crown lifted X . .
#423 12@"@ A 2L.O0IE 3 3 20 1/C [291.45 T/cl2on.40L, = ;E‘éwuc’\éuE|3EDTCI)-:X|;|S-:TI|')\I|§(:VQVS"L'E%TED g EX. |675mm. 430 P pung 5 18 sL Fair 50 9 PP Conflicts with proposed grading
291.60|B/W B/W|291.85 291.60[T AS PER REE!. STANDARDGAND ATCH SPRIN
VALL [ , A i - i REMOVE
15 . ¢m8L. 0 soml— - b ﬂ?lﬂ_@ EX |[THE PRORERTY LINE VALVEE AND INES AND 431 Colorado Blue Spruce Picea pungens cv. 24 1.8 SL Fair 50 Hedgerow; suppressed crown; crown lifted Confli ith d aradi
R i ! =il 1,{&\5,373 ARE TO BE REMOVED. EX. SAN MH : Q/NNzlE;:saTs%T onflicts with proposed grading
292.95 \ }% . = N INV. 287.41 [INV-| 239.
o2 4o WALLJ # 4 2 2 EFI‘IGCHOIR T.Ezgm LL_/ \ #41 3 S INV. 287.39 432 Colorado Blue Spruce | Picea pungens cv. 24 1.8 SL Good 65 Hedgerow; suppressed crown; crown lifted ggmlg::/szith proposed grading
HEIGHT 1.05m
16 cmé #41 9 #41 5 34 cme 433 Manitoba Maole Acer nequndo 29 18 SL Fai 60 Leaning to the south; small crown with deadwood REMOVE
#41 8 #421 #420 13 cmé #41 7 #41 6 38 cm9 p g . air throughout Conflicts with proposed parking area
49 cmg¢ 38 cmg 2 stems f de; leani h; i
16 ® * stems from grade; leaning to south; extensive
21 _cmd m S4x39_cmd #41 4 : 434 | Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 33 x 21 3.6 SL Poor 25 deadwood throughout; small cavity at base of 33cm REMOVE )
54 ) : \7 " dia. stem with potential butt rot/root decay Conflicts with proposed parking area
cm .
02 UPDATED SITE/SP/SG 19/4/22
. 3 stems from grade; 18cm dia. stem leaning to the REMOVE
435 Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 24x23x18 4.2 SL Poor 40 west; deadwood throughout the crown Conflicts with proposed parking area 01 UPDATED SITE/SP/SG 29/2/22
. , REMOVE
oy e . . . . . S ) 436 Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 15 1.8 SL Poor 30 Supressed crown with deadwood throughout . . .
GENERAL NOTES trees within the protective fencing. No contaminants will be dumped or flushed Conflicts with proposed parking area REV#  REVISION DATE
1. The contractor is responsible to ensure all construction staging areas, where feeder roots of trees exist. k:;gafni°éi°miwejf;’ dga;fgg;d v;;‘rf‘ézg; /varﬁm‘; REMOVE TOWN FILE NOs
. . . . L . . . " oo e o s o s o6 Manitoba Mapl A d OVE , :
stockpiling, construction traffic and vehicular access does not occur within the 7. Where limbs or portions of trees are removed to accommodate construction 437 | Manitoba Maple oer negundo d 36 1 st Poor 30 bodies present; deadwood throughout crown; crown | Conflicts with proposed parking area
. : : ra : : 2 3R0UPS OF TREES AND OTHER EXISTING PLANTINGS TO BE imbalanced to the east
Tree Protection Zones work, they will be carefully removed by an Arborist qualified in the Province of A CEMOVE POPA 19-07
2. Prior to the commencement of any site activity the tree protection barriers Ontario or an ISA Certified Arborist 438 | Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 22 18 | sL Poor 30 Leaning to the west; deadwood throughout crown Conflicts with proposed parking area
specified on this plan must be installed and written notice provided to the City 8. Where root systems of protected trees are exposed directly adjacent to or g § 439 | Manitoba Maple Acer nogundo 2 18 | st | veryPoor 20 Originating from fallen stem with many new REMOVE RZ 19-10
Of Toronto. damaged by ConStrUCtion Work, they Sha” be trimmed nearly by a qua'lfled AT ONTIL IRECTED 64 TONN STAFF G iﬁiiié‘f&iifxi%l‘i?iiEf:ﬁfsfsﬁfiﬁsf’ff adventitious stems emerging Conflicts with proposed driveway SPA 19-66
3. Tree Protection Barriers must remain in effective condition until all site activities arborist and the area back filled with appropriate material to prevent I e i R 440 | Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 37 24 | sL Poor 25 o ot oy g Dodies | e ith proposed grading
arg complelte . . . deSICCGtIOH.' . ' . o ' . . GMM 41 Black Walnut Juglans nigra 13 18 sL Good 80 Misshapen/suppressed crown due to shading REMOVE
4. Written notice must be provided and approved by the City of Toronto prior to 9.  AnISA certified Arborist or Arborist qualified in the Province of Ontario shall be 7 ' *Not located by surveyor; location approximated Conflicts with proposed parking area CLIENT
removal of any Tree Protection Barriers on site for any work which impacts any tree or Tree Protection Zone. 7 7 EEESSsm 442 | Black Walnut Juglans nigra ” 18 | st | veryGood o5 *Not located by surveyor. location approximated REMOVE
. . . . . . : ’ Conflicts with proposed parking area
5. The Contractor shall verify all dimensions and immediately inform the S — proposed parhd
. . . . . . ) [ — e oA i i X REMOVE
Consulting Arborist of any discrepancies between the information on the SITE PREPARATION O T 443 | White Elm Ulmus americana 35 24 | sL Good & Minor deadwood Conflicts with proposed parking area
: i . . . . TREE PRESERVATION
drawings and the actual conditions. Written approval must be obtained prior to 1. Alltrees to be Removed shall be flagged with orange fluorescent tape or spray No apro| oate | STANDARD No.605 , REMOVE GANN| PROPERT'ES |NC
i i H i i i 444 Black Walnut Juglans nigra 19 1.8 SL Very Good 90 Conflicts with proposed parking area
proceeding paint around the entire circumference of the tree. The Consulting Arborist shall SPECIFCATIONS proposed parking
i i i i i it i _Qi . 2 stems; leaning to west; potential butt rot on east REMOVE
6. The Contractor |s.respon5|ble lto exam.|r.1e the site, tree, pIant. and soil pond|t|ons sign off on the trees marked for removal on .S|te | ' ~ oo 445 | Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 32x27 36 | sL Poor 40 side of root crown; deadwood throughout crown Confiicts with proposed building
prior to commencing work. Written notification to the Consulting Arborist must 2. Alltrees to be Preserved shall be flagged with white tape or spray paint around e et Th e oo o e e e REMOVE
. e . . . . . . . injury to all trees recommended for preservation. All temporary tree TPZ ) P : : f P e :
be provided of any conditions that may impact the successful tree protection the entire circumference of the tree. The Consulting Arborist shall sign off on rielon regums i e ecg ! ol i e 7 o s arageand ron g o he o proeton 446 | Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 33 24 | SL | VeryPoor 10 Snag with epicormic branching; fruiting bodies on bole | it with proposed building PROJECT
. . . . . variation from the standard tree protection measures must be 8. For t_he trees that were recommenqed for remo\‘/avlvand/or crown
measures outlined on this plan and in the approved Arborist Report the trees marked for preservation D e e e Sslatn 147 | White Spruce Picea alauca o3 ao | s Good - Co-dominant stem with included bark at main crotch; | REMOVE
. . . . 8. Pre-Construction Phase S T e Seotocton oon ey p g : 00 large defect on north side of scaffold just above crotch | Conflicts with proposed building
7. The Contractor will coordinate with all other work/trades that may impact the 1 oo st s o 8o s =
. : . . orange plastc Snow fance wired 1 1.b0rs (106 Town of Caledbn Tree rontor and trown pruning acivies are compited. Boundary tree located on shared northern bounda
completion of all work associated the tree protection measures on this plan and TREE PROTECTION BARRIERS , Peemicrg Sibte I K e oeion e S bemorieso t s r v Vanitoba Maol ) ) e ¥ | Remove mt
. . . . . . of the hearding 10 2t 2 sadment contal Sediment conrl foncing ol be a minimum of 406m x 60 and made of whie gator boa 448 anitoba Maple cer negundo 40 2.4 SL Poor 40 . ) ' ; : -
outlines in the approved Arborist Report 1. The required Tree Protection Barriers shall be constructed out of 1.2 meter (4 el S PSS TS 6 e b e O Grﬁ\rl]vmg {ro_rgl ba_stt; o:] Tree #417, large (Ijlmt:j on Conflicts with proposed building
nd bracing used to safely secure the barrier should be the Town of Caledon. ' northwest siae with shear crack; minor aeaawoo
feet) high plywood sheets installed on 2x4 frames. Where plywood fencin " b o e T oo 172, 3 mors a S
) high ply . - , ,p y , 9 4. Toa T2 fece s o rstaled s dge of n e prtctn oEEoeCouzoe 449 | White Spruce Picea glauca 39 24 | s Fair 60 Co-dominant stem with included bark at main crotch; | REMOVE 1 6054! 16060 & 16068 AIRPORT ROAD
creates a restriction to sightlines, orange plastic snow fencing installed on 2x4 M T e o N : thin crown at top with minor tip dieback Conflicts with proposed building CALEDON. ONTARIO
tree prute:::\(:n bamslr pr\orlta approval by the Town of Caledon staff T removed vifout writen y
TREE PROTECTION PLAN NOTES frames can be used 5. The appiicant shallnoty the Town of Caledon and the consuting s 450 Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 38 24 sL Very Poor 10 Snag with epicormic branching; cracked down centre | REMOVE
. . . certified arborist or landscape architect to confirm that the tree regg:v;aico:r:nan rz‘:cv\'fr'.?feisﬁr“es aeam ?gzn:rucewo:\erenee m : f main bole Conflicts with proposed building
2. Tree Protection Barriers are to be erected prior to the commencement of any presnstonaproes 12 precomion eetno ° TITLE
. o . _ . 7 . . e _ hd ostcsors oo Boundary ree located on shared northern bound
1. Prior to site disturbance, the owner must confirm that no migratory birds are demolition, construction or grading activities on the site and are to remain in W OF CALEDON PP pee 451 | Manitoba Map! B J " 50 | st | veyr 0 e o e O BOEEE | pemove
. . . . . owre anitoba Maple cer negundo . ery Poor . . . . ) : . -
making use of the site for nesting. The owner must ensure that works are in place for the duration of the development TREE PRESERVATION Snag wih epicormic branching; leaning (o the Conflicts with proposed building
\ . . \ . . . . \ . . . . southeas
conformance with the Migratory Bird Convention Act and that no migratory bird 3. Tree Protection Barriers shall be maintained erect, in good repair and in STANDARD NOTES - PART1 [, apreo| oare | STANDARDNo. 710 Growing o the north REMOVE TREE PRE SERV AT| ON PL AN
nests will be impacted by the proposed development effective condition throughout the duration of construction 452 | Manitoba Maple Acer negundo 36 24 | sL Fair 50 *Not located by surveyor; location approximated Conflicts with proposed building
2. ltis the applicants' responsibility to discuss potential impacts to trees located 4. All supports and bracing used to secure the Tree Protection Barriers should be SPECIFICATIONS ervas o
. H . . . . . - . C. During Construction Phase D. Post Construction Phase
near or wholly on adjacent properties or on shared boundary lines with their located outside of the Tree Protection zone to minimize damage to tree roots s it 97 ot o s o 1 o b oot a1 ot g, e
; A ; ; i : . e : e, satires of Squpraentwhii ess srece e Tree Pveston, ey b e Y e Tovn of alodon stf he protecive hoardng
neighbours. Should such trees be injured to the point of instability or death the 5. No materials or fill may be stored within the Tree Protection Zone Tt e e SR et 2 Lt s st o Prsn et TOWN OF CALEDON
aledon. ) inspecte ythe Town of Caledon staff. Any remaining e? , diseased, or
applicant may be held responsible through civil action 6.  Equipment or vehicles shall not be stored within the Tree Protection Zone o o O 0SSO G T by e g o o oo PLANNING DATE: OCTOBER 2, 2019
T . . . . . . . 3. Acertified ISA arborist will undertake proper root pruning in accordance with )
3. Allexisting trees which are to remain shall be protected with fencing erected 7. No construction activity, grade changes, surface treatments, flushing of e T e st RECEIVED PROJECT NO.: TA-19-027
around the entire perimeter of the Tree Protection Zone as dictated on the Tree equipment or materials, or excavations of any kind is permitted within the Tree ggﬁ\(\g BY: l{A?w
. . 4 The Town of Caledon must be notified for all work that impacts the TPZ for . .
Preservation Plan. Protection Zone - etyniitbmaden et e June 21. 2022 PAGE: 10F 1
. . . . . . lo cables, wire or ropes of any kind shall be wrapped around or installed in .
4. Areas within the protective fencing shall remain undisturbed and shall not be o R e s e 2 :
roots of trees exist (generally beyond the TPZ areas;
used for the storage of building materials or equipment = e—— DRAWING NO. PROJECT NORTH
5. This work shall be completed, to the satisfaction of the City of Toronto, prior to N
site development. The developer or his/her agent shall take every precaution
P P 9 . yp THIS PLAN IS TO BE READ IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE ARBORIST REPORT
necessary to prevent damage to trees to be retained. AND TREE PRESERVATION PLAN AS PREPARED BY I P P 0 1
6.  Norigging cables shall be wrapped around or installed in trees; and surplus e Or CrLEn 7 OAKS TREE CARE & URBAN FORESTRY CONSULTANTS INC I
i i ; : TREE PRESERVATION oure BM._Jsoue NTS
soil, equipment, debris or materials shall not be placed over root systems of the STANDARD NOTES - PART2 [ — ——— sromono
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